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THE GERMftM GOTERHjEHT TQDA3 

The political occupation of Gar-any will probably end some time this year. To 
a large extant it ended a year or so ago, but the illusion of "control over 
German" has been kept alive by the maintenance of the High Commission and ty 
the organization of the International Ruhr Authority and the Allied Security 
Board,' The two latter agencies, prepared at the time of the London Agreement 
in 1948 for the event of the dissolution of the High Commission, have never been' 
really developed and thus have not as yet begun to function in earnest* They 
probably never will — at least not within the framework of their original "terms 
of reference," The 3chuman Plan will cut considerably into the Ruhr Authority’s 
jurisdiction; and in view of the drive for German rear mam ent, the Security Board, 
whose main purpose was to curb re-militarization, may become an anachronism, 

Military occupation will continue for some time. The presence of Allied troops 
in Germany is, however, now regarded as necessary not because of the belligerence 
and insubordination of the Germans but, rather, because of the aggressiveness of 
the Russians, and posEibly because of the apparent non-belligerence of the 
Germans* In this respect, too, the final legal formulation of the planned con¬ 
tractual relationship with Germany will merely define a status which has existed 
in practice for the past two years. 

To a large extent, the purpose of the occupation, according to most Allied 
proclamations, was re-education. It was supposed to be a prepare.tory school in 
democracy and international cooperation; and a crusade against the totalitarian 
evil. Most of the policy speeches referred to this part of the curriculum as 
"leading democratic Germaiy back into the family of nations," After six years 
spent under the tutelage of the three Western Powers, Western Germary is appar¬ 
ently fit to meet the family. What kind of Germany is it? 

Instead of the objective, democracy and a democratic way of life in Germany, 
there exists a formal framework of democratic government. A major characteristic 
of the development of this government was the fact that undemocratic practices 
were officially forbidden but democratic ones were considered either "impractic¬ 
able" or "inconvenient." Tliis government has been buttressed by diplomatic 
victories and self-perpetuating emergency measures. To a somewhat lesser degred 
it owes its persistence to the operational advantages it offers to the influential 
fev; in Germany, Unforeseen international developments and the convenience of 
the Occupying Powers have given this system an additional raison d’etre. As a 
result of this combination of a democratic facade with un-democratic realities, 
it is difficult for the opposition to be effective. The helplessness of the 
opposition in face of the fact that neither good nor evil exist in pure form 
in the system may be responsible for the regime’s continuance in power for some 
time to come. 

The Viestern German regime has all the forms, institutions and liturgy of democ¬ 
racy, but it functions otherwise: at rest it is, in motion it is not democratic. 
The economic and social forces behind it — the "haves" who successfully with¬ 
stood Weimar, the Hitler collapse and the brief period of Allied messianism -— 
have been operating since 1947 under a policy of a bird in the hand will beget 
you another one and another one and another one. Their opponents in Germany 
clung to the maviin of hunting for two birds in the bush, the socialist and 





nationalist bird alike, for only thus can you attract "50 plus per cent* of the 
vote. This opposition, mainly the Social Democratic Party (STD), which since 
1947 has kept out (and has been kept out) of the administration on the Federal 
level, is still hunting for both. The "haves," in the meantime, have consoli¬ 
dated their nests through unhindered development of the governmental bureaucracy 
and the economic institutions of the country. 

The prevailing governmental system in Germany rests upon the Dasic Law, or 
rather on the cracks in it. This law is really the Federal Republic's ConstitUi- 
tion, though it is not supposed to be called a constitution as long as all of 
Germany is not unified. 

In 1949, the members of the Parliamentary Council who drafted the Basic Law, and 
the members of the Land diets (Landtags) who adopted it, were no longer truly 
representative of the enfranchised political forces in ties tern Germany* The 
Landtags were elected in 1946 and early 1947, at a time when denazification pro¬ 
cedures were still strictly observed, and were almost free from Third Reich 
influence. The Parliamentary Council, whose members were selected by the Land¬ 
tags also reflected this (by that time) outdated political picture. The reloxr 
ation of denazification measures and the economic recovery of the country fol¬ 
lowing the currency reform set in motion new social force b which were opposed 
to a status quo of Christian Democratic Union and Social Democratic Party coop¬ 
eration, as it existed at that time in most of the Laender. These forces were 
bent upon regaining and possibly extending the ground lost by them during the 
years of uncertainty following 1945. 

Their aims could be accomplished only through the exclusion of the SPD from the 
government. A trend in this direction was already apparent in the August, 1949, 
Bundestag election campaign. It became clearer in the weeks following it. 

THE 0RGAD5 OF GOVDRI'IMSNT IN GERMANY AMD THEIR POWERS 

Almost all factions, including the SPD and the CDU of Dr. Adenauer, desired a 
strong government. They wanted to protect it against the "irresponsibility of 
the opposition." And most of the members of the Parliamentary Council equated 
opposition with radicalism and subversion. It was assumed by most, though not 
mentioned, that any future government would include the SPD and the CDU and would 
thus represent most of the democratic forces. Those outside of such a govern¬ 
ment could either bo disregarded as obstructionist or as undemocratic. Under 
such circumstances the idea of a strong executive evoked little opposition. The 
federal features of the new governmental system were kept to the bare minimum 
required to meet the terms of the London .greement. The political supremacy 
of the Bundestag, the parliament directly elected by the voters, was taken for 
granted. The other legislative chamber provided for in the Basic Law, the 
Bundesrat, composed of emissaries from the Land Cabinets (or governments), was 
merely a concession to the vestigial remains of federal sentiment in Germany 
itself and to the Laender administrations' vested interests, developed since 
the end of the war. A provision was included for the establishment of a Con¬ 
stitutional Court to pass on the constitutionality of legislation and adminis¬ 
trative measures and on jurisdictional disputes between Land and Federal admin-, 
istrations• 




In September, 1949, after the formation of the present government, many were 
apprehensive about its alleged frailty. In the Bundestag the largest government 
party, the CDU and the largest opposition party, the SPD, were of almost equal 
strength. Dr. Konrad Adenauer achieved the Chancellorship on the strength of a 
one-vote majority only. Progressive elements inside the Government parties were 
dissatisfied. The internal problems of Germany were critical. Unemployment 
was mounting and the refugees were restless* All these factors were supposed to 
presage an early downf all of the Cabinet. These false prognostications resulted, 
however, from a failure fully to appreciate both the spirit of the Basic Law and 
of the forces behind Adenauer. 

The Basic Law laid the groundxjork for a government which has become probably 
the strongest parliamentary government in Europe. The opposition cannot defeat 
the government coalition unless it first manages to elect a new chancellor. 

There is also almost no possibility for forcing a dissolution of the parliament 
before the expiration of its term of office (four years). A change of government 
is therefore possible only if the united opposition is aided by a split in the 
government ranks. This is unlikely. The major opposition party (the SFD with 
130 out of a total of 402 members) can at most obtain the support of the small 
Zentrum (10 members) and the unwelcome and unsolicited aid of the Communists 
(14 members). The remaining non-government factions in the Bundestag with a 
total membership of close to forty, though formally counted in the opposition 
ranks, would rather tolerate an Adenauer Cabinet than see the Socialists in the 
government• 

TI-S STRENGTH OF THE ADENAUER REGIME 

The government bloc consisting of 212 members, and composed of three- factions, 
the Christian Democratic Union (CDU/CSU), the Free Democratic Party (FDP) and 
the Deutsche Partei (DP), is unlikely to burst asunder from within. The faction¬ 
al differences between the three partners fade into the background in face of 
the threat of the SPD coming into the government. The progressive wings in the 
CDU and FDP are kept captive in these parties by party loyalty and by lack of 
encouragement from the SPD. Officially, the Socialists still persist in their 
policy of rejecting relations with nrogressiva wings in the other factions. 

The stability of the Adenauer regime is further assured by pressure from without. 
The German economy, dominated by well-organised and disciplined industrialist, 
commercial and employers' associations, has forsaken its 1945-1947 maiden-like 
shyness about politics. It is again in the market for protection and for 
political mercenaries, as under previous regimes. Funds for "non-SFD parties" 
are being collected, campaigns against "Trade Union totalitarianism" organized, 
and crusades formed for the re—establishment of the economic system as it 
existed before "Weimar and the National Socialists contaminated it with socialism 
and planned economy theories." Though aware of the integrity of the Chancellor, 
the old-line economic elements regard Adenauer's conservatism as the ideological 
carpet on which Germany will come back to the days of the Hohenzollem, freed, 
however, from "state" controls and militant Trade Unionism. The influence of 
the vested economic interests on the government parties is generally recognized. 
Their representatives among the Government factions are placed in strategic 
positions. Through various means and pressures, they insure adherence to 
policies of the Government by faction members. 
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Soon after Adenauer assumed the Chancellorship it became apparent that in spite, 
of the outward appearance of the government as a coalition, it was basically 
a one-man show. Nona of the members, with the possible exception of the 
Minister of Finance, Dr. Fritz Schaeffer, was ever regarded as a strong person¬ 
ality. Most of the other ministers were too busy during the early months of 
the government to represent a serious challenge to Dr, Adenauer's leadership. 

In the course of the year the Adenauer-Schaeffer team irside the cabinet gained 
control over the affairs of state in spite of mutterings from the other ministers* 
The two of them complement each other: Bavarian obscurantism and Rhineland 
extreme conservatism, nf ter the resignation of Dr. Gustav Heine m a nn who, for 
reasons of his own, played the role of the dissident in the Cabinet, the axis 
was strengthened by Dr. Lehr, a "Bismarck democrat," who succeeded Heinemann as 
Minister of Interior. 

BONN'S POLICIES AND TACTICS . 

That the Adenauer Cabinet would follow a rightist course was expected. That 
this colorse would be so blatantly slanted in favor of the propertied interests 
amazed many people, including the trade unions. Much to the chagrin of the 
SFD, the Trade Union leadership exhibited a willingness to cooperate loyally 
with the Adenauer coalition. Since then the trade union leaders, including 
those belonging to the CDU, have frequently expressed their regret over their 
earlier political naivete. The government, far from maintaining its neutrality 
in labor-management disputes, has almost invariably supported management. 

However, it is not so much what the government does as what it does not do that 
irks the underpriviliged, the vast majority of the German people. Procrastina¬ 
tion by the administration is not the result of inefficiency but rather an 
element in a premeditated policy intended to win time for the "return to normal¬ 
cy." During its fifteen months in office the government has not tackled 
seriously any single internal problem. The housing shortages continue. The 
expellee problem remains as serious as a year ago. In spite of the economic 
ripples reaching Germany from the international rearmament race, the unemploy¬ 
ment problem still hovers over the administration. And in spite of the many 
testimonials to youth, the tangible results in this area are invisible even 
through a magnifying glass. 

But the go-slow tactic is applied not only to social and economic matters but 
also to political ones. The organization of the Federal administration has 
proceeded at a snail's pace. Cnly "reliable" officials were accepted. Meat 
of these "old reliables," however, were still politically unacceptable in 1949 
or early in 1950. Hence the slow pace at which they have been returning. Not 
all at once, but one by one. The results can be seen today in Bonn. The Nazi 
ministries of Frick and Speer were the training grounds for most of the present 
high officials in the Federal Ministry of Economics. The monocled WilhelmstrassS' 
boys are already in full control of the incipient Federal Foreign Office. The 
same holds true for the other ministries and offices. 

The Constitutional Court provided for in the Basic Law has not been fully organ¬ 
ized as yet. The government purposely postpones its formation. In the absence 
of such a body the administration emerges as the ultimate winner in every juris¬ 
dictional dispute with the legislature. 
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It would bo incorrect to assume that this development has the support of either 
the Bundestag or the people. But it is one of the chief characteristics of this 
regime that though both parliament and people are constitutionally duly honored, 
their affective influence is small. 

THE PARLIAMENT VTF-A-VIS THE EXSCUT AHC THE FEDERAL 3 T IPJAUCRACY 

The strong executive so much desired by the fathers of the Baaic law turned out 
in practice to be strong in its own right, and not because of a parliamentary 
or popular mandate. 

According to the Basic Law, the legislature consists of the Bundestag, an 
"approximately 4°0" member body directly elected by the electorate, and to some 
extent by a Bundesrat composed of Land government representatives. After more 
than a year of functioning the prestige and effectiveness of the Bundestag is 
low. In the struggle with the Cabinet it has failed thus far to establish its 
de facto pre-eminence. The major difficulty lies in the fact that there is no 
institution like the U.S. Supreme Court or any tradition such as the British 
which can resolve differences between the Bundestag and the government. The 
result is that the government always emerges as the victor, since it controls 
the administration. Through legalistic interpretation, it rejected the claim 
of a sizable portion of the Bundestag to have the right to ratify agreements 
and to be informed about foreign affairs. The practice of informing opposition 
leaders of some of the pending negotiations in foreign affairs cane about only 
after pressure from various sources, including the Western allies, who feared 
the repercussions of too high-handed a policy in this area* 

Furthermore, the Bundestag is unable to assert itself against the bureaucracy. 

Of all the government officials, only the appointment of the chancellor requires 
approval by the Bundestag or any other parliamentary body, (according to the 
Basic Law only the Chancellor is selected by the parliament. He forms the 
cabinet. The cabinet members do not require approval by the Bundestag. A "non¬ 
confidence" vote in the Bundestag against a liinister does not necessarily force 
him out of office." In the past, the government disregarded adverse criticism 
in the Bundestag of some of its appointments and insisted in almost all cases 
upon the retention of the individuals in the administration. Included among 
such cases was the appointment of Dr. Hans Globke, a former high official in 
the Nazi I Unistry of Interior and official interpreter of the Nuremberg Laws, 
who today occupies the position of personnel chief in Adenauer *s cabinet, whose 
appointment the SFD criticised sharply. 

The disregard in which the Bundestag is held by the bureaucracy itself is best 
exemplified by several hearings recently carried on by the Bundestag. Ctae of 
them deals with unauthorized expenditures of money for comfortable accommoda¬ 
tions for the various ministries, the other with bribery of Bundestag members 
by various interests connected with the government. In bqth hearings the 
officials have shown themselves unwilling to give answers to all questions and 
the Bundestag itself is unable to force than to answer* 

Even in budgetary matters the government enjoys the advantage, and the tradi¬ 
tional parliamentary purse-string controls are weak. Thus far, a great portion 
of budgetary appropriations have been made for past expenditures not authorized 
by the Bundestag. The practice of spending first and then getting parliamentary 
approval is fairly wide-spread* 




- 6 - 


In legislative matters the Executive enjoys a position approaching a monopoly. 
Almost all legislation is initiated by the administration. Seldom are bills 
introduced by the Bundestag members or factions. In the feu instances where 
such bills were introduced, they were killed in committee. 

The lack of real parliamentary tradition and of contact with the electorate, 
and the paralyzing effect of the concentrated effort made by anti-parlimentarians 
in and out of the Government to undermine the Bundestag's prestige all tend to 
discourage Bundestag efforts to establish real parlinentary authority in Germary. 

TH1 BOMDESRAT — THE ONLY EFFECTIVE CONTROL OVER BONN'S EXECUTIVE BRANCH 


Strangely enough, that branch of the legislature which was created merely as a 
concession to German federal sentiment, the Bundesrat, has proved to be the only 
real means to exercise control over the Executive branch of the government. The 
Bundesrat has been functioning quietly without attracting as much publicity as 
the Bundestag. But, because of the nature of its composition, it has been more 
effective than the popularly-elected body. 

The political composition of the Bundesrat, tied in with the interests of the 
Laender, promotes a more critical attitude of the government. The Federal 
Government never had a majority In the Bundesrat. Anti-Adenauer CDU and 3PD 
representatives gained control immediately. And since the recent elections in 
the various Laender of the US Zone the pro-Adenauer eleraents in the Bundesrat 
have dwindled to almost nothing. 

The Laender representatives composing the Bundesrat are all members of the 
Cabinets in their respective Laender. Therefore the Bundesrat has at its dis¬ 
posal the Land administrations. 

The Federal Government does not have a complete administrative system on the 
lower levels. For the administration of many government functions, especially 
in matters of finance, labor and economics, it utilises the Land bureaucracies. 
The Burdesrat is therefore in the same position vis-a-vis the Federal Government 
as the Federal Government is vis-a-vis the Bundestag. The Bundesrat enjoys the 
right of a legislative vote and. If this veto is not overridden in the Bundestag, 
can enforce it. 

Thus, for example, the Bundesrat and the Land governments have blocked the 
formation of a centralized police system In Germany- They have simply refused 
to allocate the necessary funds for this institution. In another instance, 
the majority in the Bundesrat opposed measures proposed by the Federal Minister 
of Economics, thus dooming them to failure. 

Recently the Federal Government, spearheaded by the I'Unis ter of Interior, took 
up the fight to restrict the influence of the Bundesrat. The Government desires 
to increase its jurisdiction at the expense of the Laender Governments with 
regard to taxation and finance administration and wants to eliminate the blocking 
authority of the Bundesrat. Government circles weigh the possibility of amending 
the Basic Law in this direction. Such a move will probably meet with covert 
SR3 opposition. Thus an ironical twist of events: The CDU/cSU, traditional 
advocates of federalism, seek greater centralism, while the centralist SFD is 
defending its interests from behind federalist bastions, the Laender governments* 
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THE BONN GOVERNMENT AND rOPTJLAR OPINION , 

The role of the "sovereign people" in the Federal Republic is still unclear* 

Feu of the administrators cherish the idea of frequent popular inspection into 
the affairs of the government. However, a mechanically-generated and controlled 
popular opinion has its uses, especially in dealing with opponents or with inter¬ 
national issues* Hence the dichotomy; on one band a conscious effort to dis¬ 
courage public interest in the affairs of the administration; on the other an 
attempt to muster public support for government policies* 

Shyness before the public is shared by all political schools in Germany end is 
the result of the fear of responsibility and a consequence of habits of paternal 
authoritarianism* Ifcst of the oolitical leaders are posing for the future 
historian and are carefully avoiding'any action which might later nurture a 
"stab in the back" charge against them* Since decisions must be made, and since 
these decisions cannot always fit the desirable political optimum, most statesmen 
take refuge either in secrecy or in a policy of "stealing the thunder" from the 
political competition* The current nationalist verve, which affects even the 
most respectable parties, is therefore not necessarily a reflection of popular 
mood but of politicians’ speculation on political futures* 

To keep morale high, the government frequently resorts to appeals for national 
solidarity. This acts as a muffler of criticism* Demands by the underprivileged 
are usually countered with reminders of national interests and the need for 
general sacrifices* Furthermore the Occupation Authorities are always on hand 
to be presented as being responsible for the government’s lack of achievement. 

Hiding behind its refusal to yield to "pressure from the street," the Bonn Gov¬ 
ernment seeks to prevent any manifestations of public interest* This policy is 
applied primarily in issues pertaining to social problems* The vested economic 
interests in Germany do not require mass demonstrations to indicate their wishes* 
A telephone call suffices* 

In recent elections to the State parliaments, CDU parties campaigned under a 
slogan "Hilist Du Ruh c Waehls CDU” (If you want your peace vote CDU). It vras 
explained that with the CDU in power the citizen need not concern himself with 
governmental affairs, since they would be in the hands of reliable managers. 

Yet, £ifter the elections. Chancellor Adenauer saw in the results, in spite of 
the CDU losses, an endorsement for hi3 manner of operation of the government, 
if not necessarily for his policy. He interpreted the low participation as 
indicating that the voters (or non-voters) did not want to pass judgment on im¬ 
portant issues Such as remilitarization* 

It Is no malicious exaggeration to maintain that If the Federal Government could 
have its way it would make Bonn a "holy city" off limits to the average citizen 
and tax-payer* 

The Chancellor himself was alarmed some time ago when he heard about a planned 
protest demonstration in Bonn* Recently the new 1 inister of Interior rose to 
the full height of indignation and declared, in connection with the trade union 
demands with regard to the administration of the iron and steel industries, 
that the government will not permit itself to be influenced by the "street." 



- 8 - 


Similarly, conservative circles in Bonn are not at all happy about the American 
reorientation efforts. Under pretexts that some of the HICOG re-educational 
programs infringe on German sovereignty, they seek to defend German traditional¬ 
ism against change. 

The estrangement between people and Government is an accepted fact. Though many 
comment upon it, few know how to change this relationship. The chasm bet ’aen 
"we-the-people" and "they-in-Bonn" is further perpetuated by administrative 
flights into secrecy and by governmental hyper-sensitivity to critioism. The 
most fateful decisions for the German oeople are being made behind the closed 
doors of cabinet or conference rooms. The various "canned" debates in the 
Bundestag (and even at party congresses) contribute little towards the clarifi¬ 
cation of the issues. At the sare time bureaucrats as well as politicians ex¬ 
hibit an almost comical "hypersensitivity" to criticism. With ponpousness 
reminiscent of ages long since past, they engage in law-suits for "injury to 
honor" and even call upon the state machinery to aid them. The spectacle of 
Federal Ministers marching out of a Bundestag session (in protest) when an 
opposition speaker becomes too sharp is well-kroun. Sven more common are the 
numerous suits brought by various government representatives against their 
critics for alleged libelous statements. The suits never reach court...but honor 
is being saved. 

Another form of flight from criticism is exemplified by the relations between 
the Government and the press. During the earlier months of the Federal Govern¬ 
ment relations between the two were extremely strained. The government felt 
itself unkindly treated by the Bonn correspondents. It decided to centralize 
information and to discourage contact between officials and the press. Today 
the extensive press relations' office of the Federal Government serves mere the 
purpose of blocking news rather than disseminating it. 


AMERICAN RESPONSIBILITY FGP. THE PRESENT SITUATION 


The development of the present state of affairs is not due to German "resource¬ 
fulness" alone. 

During the Illitary Government period, the Occupation authorities, though aspiring 
to democracy, were unwilling to sacrifice the operational efficiency to be 
achieved by "order from above." The executive, regardless of the level of gov¬ 
ernment, received predecence over the legislature. The Mayor of a city, the 
Chief of a county or the Minister President of a Land were much easier to handle 
than a city council, county council or a Landtag. Illitary Government, impatient 
for results, expressed its wishes to the executive, often disregarding the legis¬ 
lature. This practice was not limited to subordinates but was also indulged in 
extensively by the highest officials of OMGUS. It gave the executive a strong 
position against the popularly-elected bodies. They could always claim that 
their proposals represented demands from the 1 Hilary Government authorities. 

It also forced the legislatures to adopt legislation - in the shadow of force 
maieure - with which they were not at all satisfied. 

While these practices went out of existence with the change over to HICOG, the 
system replacing it has, in a sense, also been detrimental to the development 
of true democracy in Germany. It reduced the functions of occupation authorities 
in Germany to those of a w^t-nurse for the Bonn Government. 
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Jtfhen the Federal Government was being formed the High Commission*s motto v r as 
11 #e must support the Government and refrain from criticism." The Adenauer 
Cabinet was treated with special tenderness during the first three months of its 
existence. It was handled, in the words of one German journalist, as a "Reierung 
in Watte" (Government wrapped in cotton). HICOG officials were greatly annoyed 
at that time at the "antics" Of the opposition and they hushed up any adverse 
comments within their own ranks regardless of how true they might have been. 

This attitude was probably assumed in the sincere belief that the government was 
weak and needed support. It disregarded, however, several important realities: 
First, that Adenauer and Schaefer had been in politI«s longer than the bulk of 
the High Commission and that they ’/ere well versed in all the tricks of the game. 
Second, that the forces behind Adenauer and the Adenauer Government did not 
require ary protection, and that they were able to take care of themselves. 

Third, that every disregard of violations of a democratic principle during the 
formative period established a precedent legalizing such a violation for the 
future. 

But the High Commission was also responsible for other acts inimical to the 
interests of democracy. For the sake of its own convenience and prestige it 
condoned certain undemocratic and unconstitutional behavior by the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment. the one occasion when it vetoed Federal legislation (the Civil 
Service Law and the Tax Law), it accepted promises by the Cabinet that supple¬ 
mentary orders would be issued to satisfy the objections of the High Commission, 
thus disregarding the basic democratic principle that legislation can be amended 
only fcy the legislature and not by the executive* 

WHITHER THE BONN REGIME ? 

Thus, it is evident, the Bonn government can carry out its policies undisturbed 
behind two 3trong defenses. First, internally, the executive branch of the 
government has gotten dominance over the legislative, and the opposition is in 
no position to force the government to change its ways. Second, externally, the 
controlling elements represented by the Allied powers have favored the Bonn 
regime for reasons of their own convenience and prestige. 

Recent Landtag elections in the U.S. Zone were not decisive enough to indicate 
any strong popular shift to the opposition* And though the right wings in the 
government ranks have recently voiced their dissatisfaction, such griping is 
not to be taken too seriously. Kost of the resolutions passed by the FDP, the 
main complaining element in the government bloc, is for effect, not for action. 

The Adenauer government cams into existence under the best possible conditions. 

It was able to utilize all advantages without bearing responsibility for the 
disadvantages. During the past fifteen or sixteen months of its existence it 
has continued to operate under the same strategy: Improvements are the result 
of government action and German industriousnessj failures are due to the re¬ 
strictive measures of the occupation. In addition, the presence of the Laender 
has protected it to a great extent against dissatisfaction by the people. The 
Land Governments have served as the wave-breakers for popular opposition. The 
unemployed, the refugees, the homeless, etc. spend their indignation against the 
Land governments with which they are in contact, before turning on the distant 
Federal Government. 



Bonn can also claim certain achievements* It gave Germany an orderly adminis¬ 
tration. It is leading Germany from one diplomatic success to another. It has 
achieved a certain international respect* The contention of the opposition 
that all these achievements are not due to the efforts of the Government but 
rather have come about in spite of it, may be true, but this belongs to the 
realm of speculation. 

Where does all this lead Germany today? Mostly to the right. The forces behind 
the Bonn regime are already engaged in the creation of new movements to support 
(or if necessary replace) the present system. In the event that the current 
party structures prove too weak. 


- li - 


CURRENT POLITICAL ISSUES IN GERMANY 


It is against the general background described above that one must consider the 
two major current political developments in Germany today, the fight over the 
Schuman ELan and the gains of the neo-nazi elements in the recent elections in 
Lower Saxony. 

THE 3CHUMAH FLAT 

The major opposition to the Schuman Plan in Germany comes from the SPD which 
sees in it the prolongation of the Occupation Status of Germany, an extention 
of the alienation of the Saar region from Germany and the subjugation of Germany 
to a "Europe Incorporated" combine of big industry. In the arguments on the 
subject the SPD points to the fact that Germany does not receive representation 
in the various bodies of the Sohunan Pirn commensurate with the assets it brings 
into the plan, that Germany is being forced under the Flan to squander its 
natural resources (coal), and that the German steel industry will be subjugated 
to foreign control. 

Jfore intense though less vociferous is the opposition from certain German in¬ 
dustrialists circles to the Flan. These circles are connected with the German 
steel industry, especially that portion of it which depends for its existence 
on marginal and submarginal ore and on artificially created market conditions. 
Rationalization of production might eliminate them from the field. The arguments' 
of these circles usually are based on the decartelization paragraphs of the 
Plan and on the regulations pertaining to the organizational severence between 
coal and steel and on the proposed vertical and horizontal reduction of the 
size of the firms. Almost all iron and steel firms outside the Ruhr belong to 
the opposition; in the Ruhr itself some opposition is voiced by marginal firms 
combined with nationalist interests. 

The nationalist circles, as was to be expected, oppose the Plan for the usual 
reasons of German sovereignty, national interests, etc. Almost all their publi¬ 
cations are speaking about the new "betrayal." The general pressn.-ISv.still un¬ 
certain. The conservative newspapers, especially those regarded as spokesmen 
of economic circles, are bitterly critical of the deconcentration regulations 
of the Plan. The two most influential weeklies "Die Zeit" and "Die Deutsche 
Zeitung" do not tire of writing about it. However, some (Frankfurter nllgemeine 
Zeitung, etc.) have given qualified support. 

The chances of ratification of the Elan are good, provided that unforeseen de¬ 
velopments abroad do not create new situations. Such unforeseen developments 
are, in the first place, (aside of course, from an "intensification" of the 
conflict with the East) the threatening elections in Great Britain and the elec¬ 
tions in France. Though Great Britain is not a party to the Schuman Plan, the 
announcement of such elections would give the non-SPD elements a chance to argue 
that one must await their outcome, since a Conservative majority might be in¬ 
terested in participation in the Plan and would constitute within the Iron and 
Steel Combine a natural ally for Germany. Cn the other hand, the SPD is already 
arguing that ratification of the Schuman Plan must await the June elections in 
France. A prior ratification might bind Germany without binding France, since 
the new parliament might not ratify the Agreement. 




Though the government coalition may expect certain defections in the votes on 
ratification, it will more than compensate them by aid from Bundestag factions 
ud to now regarded as not part of the government. The Bavarian Party has recently 
moved closer to the CDU/C3U and has already indicated its support of the Plan. 
Thus, assuming that the opposition remains united, Adenauer will still be able 
to count on a slim majority for ratification. 

The Trade Union position on the Plan can best be described as ’’not fully satis¬ 
fied. 11 The Trade Unions are unwilling to come out in opposition to the plan, 
but at the same time they cannot work up too much enthusiasm for it. In effect, 
the Schuman Plan nullifies their hard-won co-determination right with management 
in industry. It also banishes the possibility of socialization in the near 
future. The unions are therefore clinging to their demand for the retention of 
certain distribution control agencies. 

If the Bonn government has little to fear from the opponents of the Schuman Plan, 
however, it is considerably troubled by a political development which represents 
a new threat to Bonn supremacy. This is the political challenge represented by 
the striking neo-nazi gains in the recent elections in Lower Saxony. 

THE NEO-NAZI UAIITS Tg LQJER SAXCMT 

The Landtag elections in Lower Saxony represented a test for several questions: 
the stability of the Bonn Government in the face of opposition from the right 
rather than the left, the permeability of notably Protestant Germany to neo¬ 
nazism, and the potentialities of a progressive party like the SPD (Social 
Democratic Party) to expand its influence. The results were inconclusive with 
regard to the first. With regard to the second and third, they were quite clear: 
Germany is apparontly ready for the new nationalist party, nrovided it is well 
organized and bold enough to operate openly with nazi doctrines. Qn the other 
hand, the SED has apparently become arrested in its development* 

More significant than the election results themselves was the election campaign. 
The tenor of it was outright nationalist. All parties to the right of the SID 
competed with one another for the heritage of the Third Reich. The SFD itself 
has also engaged in flag waving. Its criticisms were directed aginst the occu¬ 
pation authorities. 

Lower Saxony presents an ideal situation for "fishing in muddy water." The 
Land as a whole is bitterly opposed to the Bonn Government, which it regards as 
Ruhr controlled (Lower Saxcny has a sizable Industrial concentration of its own 
which is in competition with the Ruhr Ind striee). Added to this arc such 
factors as trade with the 2ast, the Schuman Flan, religious issues, and so on. 
Lower Saxony as a geographical unit feels that it is dependent on trade with 
the East and upon continuous and uninterrupted contact with the Eastern Zone, 
which in normal times constitute the Land's economic periphery. 

A considerable part of Lower Saxony's steel industry has its origins in the 
past national effort to make Germany self-sufficient. Under the Schuman Plan 
these industries would probably be curtailed In their operations. Hence the 
disfavor in which the Plan is held in this area* 
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Predominantly Protestant, Lower Saxony is suspicious of the Catholic dominated 
Government in Eonn. Overfilled with refugees, social conditions are tense. 

Ton parties particiDated in the campaign, three of these outright nasi parties; 
the Sozialistische Reichspartei, the Deutsche Rechtspartei, and the Deutsche 
Reichspartei. Between them these three parties obtained of the vote and 
19 seats (out of 158). 

The Bonn coalition government parties, the CDU (Christian Democratic Union), 

FDP (Free Democratic Party) and DP (Deutsche Parted) sought to form a united 
bloc. The FDP balked at it. As a result of this, the CDU and the DP alone 
fused for the election under the name of the Niedersachsische Union. The 
Niedersachsische Union in its election campaign differed only ifl one respect 
from the previously mentioned neo-nazi parties. The differences pertained pri¬ 
marily to the social demands of thelatter. The Niedersachsische Union was more 
conservative. Characteristic of the product of this fusion is the fact that 
the campaign manager of the Niedersachsische union was none other than the 
NSDAP Landesleiter of Italy (Nazi Gauleiter) Erich. (Erich, along with Globke, 
Kutscher and others were designated by the Trade Unions as "enemies of democracy." 
He was the only one of this group considered "unbearable" by Adenauer and there¬ 
fore fired." Erich stressed in the campaign the fact that he was always, re¬ 
gardless of the type of government, "loyal to the Fatherland. a 

U.S. High Commissioner McCloy referred to the SRP (Sozialistische Reichspartei) 
when he said in a radio address before the elections: "The German people have 
rejected Communism in all free elections, but no less dangerous ig the threat 
from other totalitarian groups which consist largely of former nazi activists. 

In some sections of Germany small groups are attempting again to disseminate 
the false teachings and old slogans and tactics which laid Germany waste. The 
German people ought not to pay attention to these attempts and to take effective 
steps against them through its democratic government." 

The major leaders of the SRP, Fritz Doris and General Rener, conducted an in¬ 
flammatory campaign throughout Lower Saxony. One of their main theses was that 
the war was lost because of internal treason. (A complete re art and analysis 
of the SRP and its leaders will be given in a separate paper.) 

Even more to the right and still closer to the tenor of the K3DAP has been the 
electoral campaign of the Lower Saxony FDP. Fearful that the Bonn Government 
might be unacceptable to its Lower ^axony followers, the FDP disassociated it¬ 
self from the "internationally conciliatory" policies of Adenauer. Not wanting 
to be associated with Bonn on any issue, they also refused to join the bloc. 

The Bonn coalition parties together (Niedersachsische Union and the FDP) received 
about J2% of the votes and 46 seats. In the light of the election campaign con¬ 
ducted by these parties, it must be assumed that almost the entire vote of the 
FDP and of the Niedersachsis c he Union in the northern parts of the Land are ripe 
for a proper neo-nazi combine. 

The refugee party BHE (Block aer ^eimatvertriebenen und Entrechteten) represented 
a mixture of purely refugee interests with radical nationalist elements. This 
has been recognized by all parties including the prospective partners of the 
BHE in the government, the SHE. It obtained 22 seats and 15? of the vote. 
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Qf the remaining parties the Zentrum represents progressive Catholic elements, 
while the Deutsche ^oziale Partei, a splinter from the CDU, favors closer coop¬ 
eration with the East. Both have achieved very small percentages ar.d only 5 
seats. The KPD (Communist Party) lost more than half its following, having its 
vote reduced to less than 2% and obtaining only two seats in the new Landtag. 

The 3PD succeeded in holding its own hut no more . It obtained numerically almost 
the same number of votes as in previous elections, emerging as the strongest 
single party in the new ^andtag with 64 seats and about 2i$> of the vote. The 
inability of the SED to attract new voters becomes even clearer from a closer 
analysis of its strength in the individual election districts. 

In the new Lower Saxony Landtag there will therefore be the following division: 
Rightists - outright Nazis, 19, end camouflaged nationalists, 46. On the other 
side, the SFD, 64 , the Zentrum, 4, and a number of the 8HE total 84. The re¬ 
maining BHE representatives will probably join the Nationalist bloc. 

The recent interest of Bonn in the SRP beclouds the past developments of this 
party. Obly several weeks ago the Federal Ministers Seebohm and Hellwege (both 
from the Deutsche Partei) manifested friendly interest in the SRP. They regarded 
it as an instrument which would gain them support in Rightist circles and enable 
them to oust the SFD-in the elections. They planned with the aid of the SRP and 
the other Bonn government parties (CDU and FDP) to win a majority in Lower 
Saxony and to form the government. Negotiations in that direction have already 
been carried on and ministerial positions allocated. In spite of the acrimoni¬ 
ous election campaign and in spite of the much publicized but meaningless later 
threats of the Bonn Government against the SRP, the coalition between this 
party and the FDP and the Niedersachsische Union still remains a possibility, 
provided enough BHE representatives are found who would be willing to join this 
combination to give it the necessary working majority. Even at the present 
time feelers are still out to prevail upon BHE to join such a coalition to rule 
Lower Saxony. 

The Bonn Government's recent actions against the SRP are half-hearted and in¬ 
effective. In spite of all the clamour, the only thing done was that the 
"Reichsfront" (a SRP subsidiary organization, like the SA - Stotn Troopers - in 
"old times," which has acted as the "strong arm men" for the party) was forbidden. 
The SRP itself is not affected. It can therefore — and it is already doing so 
— accommodate the Reichsfront within the party organization. 

The victories of Doris' SR Party in Lower Saxony represent the most striking 
advance of neo-nazism in Germany to date, but it would be a mistake to focus 
attention exclusively on the SRP to the neglect of other rightist elements. 

Another factor which has made its appearance in the political field is the NSD. 
This parly bases its appeal on the ideological policies of the former Black¬ 
shirt leader, Gregor Strasser, who is now in Canada and who has come out in 
favor of the assassination of "traitors who made peace with the Allies" and of 
those who are willing to cooperate with them. 

Of the non-political organizations, the Bund Deutscher Jugend has recently 
achieved notoriety. As a nationalist youth organization supported by a number 
of German industrialists, the organization managed to spend a sum of money 
estimated at 2 million DM (almost half-a-million dollars) during the few months 
of its existence. Several of the organization's leaders have been arrested ty 
the police for embezzlement. 
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Then there is the Erste Legion, which is sponsored by circles close to and in 
the Bonn government, and which has recently become more outspoken about its 
aims. It has now openly embraced a program which resembles fascism, with a re¬ 
ligious coloration. It has come out in favor of a corporate state, and for a 
political elite, It rejects parliamentary government on the grounds that it is 
inefficient. 

In connection with the problem of German nationalism, the recent controversy 
about East-West trade should be noted. It is no sheer coincidence that some of 
the circles who belong to the stoutest defenders of German nationalism are at 
the same time great advocates of an expanded East-West trade. Thus, for instance, 
a magazine like "Fortscbritt," spokesman of nationalist-industrialist-militarist 
circles in the Ruhr, openly preaches unhindered trade with the Eastern Zone. 

This attitude is not limited to these circles. It is shared by respectable ele¬ 
ments in and outside of the government. Though willing to make anti-Eastern 
declarations, they remain unwilling to undertake anything which would actually 
hinder the flow of goods to the Eastern Zone. The arguments in favor of this 
attitude are well-known, namely, that other countries do the same and the East 
is the natural market for the German industry. 

And, most important in consideration of the nationalist movement, there are the 
military groups in Germany, those who are counting on the conflict bet’./eon East 
and West and the drive for the re-militarization of Germany to bring then back 
to seats of power. Their present position deserves some special attention. 

THE REMILITARIZAT 'ON OF GERMANY 

At present the question of rearmament is not actively discussed in Germany. 
Reports which have appeared in some American newspaper to the effect that the 
Germans are now more eager to remilitarize are based, a) on a faulty analysis 
of the original German position on remilitarization, and b) on the fact that 
the absence of discussion is accepted as implying willingness to remilitarize.- 

To a certain extent the present lull in the debate on remilitarization is due 
to the^pending Four Power Conference. Cn one hand the Germans do not want to 
interfere with the proceedings of the conference and on the other they are 
awaiting its decisions. The prevalent calmness has also been occasioned to a 
considerable degree by statements by Western leaders to the effect that German 
participation is for the time being not ,: being sought. 11 

While the remilitarization discussion is for the time being tabled, militarists 
and nationalists are active as usual, in many cases not necessarily in the best 
interests of the Western Allies, nor even of those who favor full German re¬ 
armament. 

As soon as it became apparent that the Allies are willing to wait, a certain 
nervousness overtook some military circles. The seemingly reluctant "Cline 
mich" (without me) movement among the military was always basically merely a 
pose intended to achieve a better bargaining position. At present, a notable 
change of attitude can be noted among mary of the organized military. Some of 
the former critics of the Federal Government's foreign policy-are now willing 
to reach an agreement with the Bonn Federal Security Office under a Herr Blanch* 
Forgetting all about their previous "ohne mich" declarations, some of the 
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military organizations are at work already on memoranda advocating the use of 
their particular favorite type of weapon in the future defense plans of Germany. 

Most of the professional military are by now at least fyalf-way satisfied. The 
recent decisions of the Bundestag restoring to them the Beamtenrecht (the status 
of state employer) and even recognizing promotions and decorations obtained "for 
bravery in face of the eneiry" satisfies most of their most pressing demands. 

The demand to restore the honor of the German Army by the release of the German 
military war criminals and by suitable "declarations of error" by the Western 
Allies has always been a Quixotic maneuver for which they are not ready to make 
any real personal sacrifices, such as absenting themselves when jobs or financial 
benefits are being handed out. 

It is along the above lines that recent changes in the so-called Bruderschaft 
(Brotherhood) are to be understood. The Er'lderschaft is the leading organization 
of military men in Germany. Though its membership is only about 2,500, it dom¬ 
inates the other military groups and it is in close cooperation with neo-nazi 
parties in Germany. A leader of the Bruderschaft, Beck-Broichsitter, is now 
willing to cooperate with the Bonn Government and eventually with the Western 
Allies. They still insist upon their original demands, such as: the Germany 
of 1937 must be restored; there must be a German army under German leadership; 
absolution of Gorman war guilt. But the reformed Bruderschaft elements clearly 
indicate that they can be had. At the same time the Beck-Broich 3 itter elements 
charge their opponents in the Bruderschaft, the Franke-Grieksche wing, with 
Eastern tendencies, and ostentatiously call attention to the fact that the 
Eastern Zone with its better appreciation of the military prowess of the former 
professional German soldiers is actively proselytising in the West. They main¬ 
tain that the Russians and the Eastern Zone Government are seeking to recruit 
German military specialists and that some of their German officer comrades, who 
have gone astray into the Socialist Unity Party (the Communist controlled party 
.of the Eastern Zone) camp, are making frequent trips to the Western Zone for 
this purpose* 

At the same time Bonn's Federal Security Office under Herr Blanck is slowly and 
quietly establishing contacts with the various mi litary circles in Germany. 

Since, from the point of view of immediate financial benefits, the Bonn regime 
is in a better position to make offers, it is able to attract considerable 
circles of older officers* Though the Security Office has failed to convince 
the German Laender of the advisability of accepting the full program of the 
German Federal Police, it managed, in spite of criticisms from the opposition, 
to recruit a police force of whom a considerable number have had previous ex¬ 
perience with the SS. The government did hot deny this charge. It merely main¬ 
tained that it must have experienced policemen. Former SS and SD are also 
present in numbers in the new Intelligence Office of the government. 

A small group of intransigent nationalists among professional soldiers still 
continues to lead a clandestine existence. With General Guderian, the famous 
Panzer general, and von Eudel, a young German flyer now in Argentina, as its 
idols, these circles continue to demand greater power for Germany and official 
recognition by the Western powers of German deeds in its fight against Bolshevism. 
These circles, supported by the political nationalists, have established propa¬ 
ganda bastions throughout Germany* The most importantof these are the Bless 
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Publishing House in Goettingen, and the "Fortschritt" in Duesseldorf and the 
Vowinckel Publishing House in Heidelberg. The latter has become the spokesman 
for advocates of "geopolitics" and for the Guderian type of militarist. It 
publishes the revived magazine "Geopolitik" and the works of Guderian. Apparent¬ 
ly, it also maintains contacts with German emigrant groups in Argentina and their 
mouthpiece, "Der Meg." 

How the militarists and industrialists are working together in Germany today, 
and to what effect, can probably best be illustrated by the results they have 
achieved in the much-publicized Landsberg question. 

LAHDSEERG; TSS CAMPAIGN FOR CL3 FCR HAH CRIWIMLS * 

The issue of clemency toward war criminals is of particular importance in 
Germany today, for it constitutes the means with which German nationolists- 
militarists are seeking to shift the burden of war responsibility and to saddle 
the United States with guilt for postwar developments in Europe and Germany. 

VJho was behind the campaign to get war criminals out of Landsberg prison and 
who still remains behind it? The campaign was carried on by a select group of 
the German "social set." ^re is ample evidence to indicate that the bulk of 
the Germans had little interest in the initiation of these activities. Their 
relationship to the campaign itself, even at its height, was merely a passive 
one — namely, they did not oppose it. The groups behind the Londsbergers 
utilized this passivity for their own purposes, creating with their small numbers 
"sentiments" whore no other sentiments were present. In the absence of any 
other voices (for reasons to be noted below), they succeeded in blackmailing the 
so-called respectable German circles into supporting them or into silence* 

The primary force in the campaign came from the alliance between industrialists 
and militarists. This alliance is based not necessarily on economic interests, 
but on numerous social and personal contacts. It is from these circles that 
the bulk of the money for this undertalcing came* These circles are also re¬ 
sponsible for the creation of the various groups for the defense of the Lands- 
bergers. The objects of their affection and their bounty were the industrialist, 
foreign office, and military war criminals. 

A second source of strength emanated from the religious circles. The Protestant 
Church had already begun, towards the end of 1946, to protest against the con¬ 
demnation of '.jar criminals. At that time, the Protest ant leaders garbed their 
sympathies for the sentenced or to-be-sentenced war criminals in' a crusade 
against denazification. Because the objectives and modes of expression of the 
Protestant leaders coincided with those of the industrialist-military group 
their voice lost its identity. 

It is only recently that some leading C- tholic clergymen took up the fight for 
the war criminals openly. Their approach remains different from the others: 
they ere seeking to save souls. Proof that the soul of a given war criminal 
is worth saving is evidenced by his conversion. 

Finally, there is the purely military-nationalist combine. Their main interest 
was to 3ave the German "heroes" and the honour of the German army. 
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The campaign, which reached its culminating point around Christmas, was well- 
financed. Behind a front of poverty and donation-drives, its managers let loose 
a propaganda campaign valued at several million Harks. The drive took several 
forms: 

(a) Purely oratorical - from the pulpit or from the dais of various assemblies 
'and meetings. 

(b) Organizational - groups throughout Western Germany were organized to press 
"humane' 1 treatment of the M Landsbergers." Workers in the industries once 
ruled by some of the criminals were called upon to arrange "spontaneous" 
demonstrations for the release of their former employers (Krupp, Roechlingj 
etc.), so they could raise these industries from the ashes. 

(c) Propaganda - literally millions of pamphlets and leaflets were distributed. 
Articles were placed in various newspapers throughout Western Germany. 

(Only a few publications refrained from participation in the campaign.) 

Even a special periodical publication for the defense of the Landsbergers 
was published. In their attempts to widen their operational bases, the 
leaders behind the Landsberg campaign decided to cover everything and 
everybody who has ever been subject to a war crime tribunal. Thus almost 

1 the war criminals were portrayed as having been unjustly sentenced, 
except perhaps Hitler and IIse Koch. 

In their presentation of the "case" before the public, the professional defenders 
of the Landsbergers resorted to a number of tricks; 

(a) Deliberate confusion of facts. - They kept the various cases shrouded in 
uncertainty and applied their whole collection of arguments to all cases. Thus* 
for instance, the arguments concerning the Malmedy case were, according to the 
tone of the publications, also applicable to the "special SS missions." They 
also confused - and purposely - various charges about the fairness of the trials. 

(b) Use of authorities. - They exploited hand-picked foreign expressions about 
the trials. In 90f of the cases the material presented was out of context. 

Freda Utley, the French collaborationist Bardeche, and Senator McCarthy were 
among the favorite sources. 

(c) The historical argument. - To discredit the trialp, great pains were taken 
to refer to history so as to prove that in times long p, a st other nations were 
also guilty of similar crimes. Thus the Americans were accused of exterminating 
the Indians, the British of cruelty in the Boer War and even the Jews were not 
spared: not only was the Arab flight from Palestine mentioned, but stress was 
laid by several learned professors upon the extermination of the Canaanites by 
the tribes of Israel several thousands of years ago... 

(d) Nationalist arguments. - German honor was at stake; some of its best leaders 
have been sentenced for doing what the others have also done. At a time when 
the Western world is begging Germany for cooperation, Germany cannot tolerate 
its leaders* remaining in Jail, sentenced fcy those who are now asking Germany 

to do the very thing for which their leaders were sentenced. 
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In addition to these kinds of arguments, wide use was made of "humane' 1 and 
"religious" pleas. The sufferings of the families of the war criminals were 
widely publicized. Retention of these criminals in jail or their execution, it 
was pointed out, would deprive their families of their bread-winners and make 
them destitute. The cruelty of keeping people under death sentence for years 
was a favorite argument. German magazines let themselves go on this score, 
presenting interviews and pictures allegedly snuggled out from Landsberg, showing 
the digging of graves and their filling-in, etc. At the same time, allusions 
were made to the "grudges" of the non-aryan Personnel in the courts* 

Public opinion analyses on the subject of Landsberg reveal the effect of the 
obfuscation campaign carried on by the paid German lobbies. Though a large 
section of the German people is clearly disinterested in the issue, the feeling 
that "wrong was done" has taken root. Popular support of the Landsbergers, as 
much as it exists, is based on the following factors: first, protection of German 
honor, protection of the German soldier, etc. Second, on the belief that the 
wrongs done to Germany by the others outrank German misdeeds. In this category 
come the charges of bombardments of Gorman cities, expulsions of Germans, mis¬ 
treatment of prisoners-of-war and various complaints related to the occupation 
regime. Third, that the trials have been unfair and that defendants and wit¬ 
nesses have been subjected to mistreatment. Fourth, that only an international 
court, not consisting of viators, could pass objective judgment. Fifth, that 
Allied war criminals should be also punished. So long as the latter are not 
subjected to punishment, the Germans cannot be prosecuted. In addition, a rootle:/ 
of arguments such as "death punishment has been abolished," "the people suffered 
too long," "they should be given a chance to make good," they acted on higher 
orders etc. have been fed to the people* 

The danger of the Landsberg campaign lies not so much in its extent but rather 
in the absence of any action to counter it* No responsible German organization 
has thus far cone out with full statements about the misrepresentations intro¬ 
duced in the campaign. 

That the managers of this campaign have succeeded in their efforts is best 
evidenced by the receptions accorded to the pardoned prisoners. The years spent 
in jail left no mark on their reputations. Cn the contary, it became political 
capital with which they are beginning their future. The Krupp are already taunting 
the Western Allies with their "reformed views." They no longer want to partici¬ 
pate in rearmament, hence they will not aid the West, because "look what happened 
to our boss." 

Additional evidence of their success is to be noted even in the actions of anti- 
nazis. Cne by one, they are selecting their favorite war criminal and are be¬ 
ginning to defend him. This is dictated fcy political sagacity alone. Thus even 
the SFD decided to chime in in the defense of the Generals (Falkenhausen and 
Rarocke), let alone Landsbergers* And even the liberal "Frankfurter Hefte" 
championed the cause of Falkenhausen. 

The din of battle drowned out, however, the various motives of the promoters of 
this campaign. The actual objective has been to free the closely-linked indus¬ 
trialist-military group* The few Landsbergers still under sentence are actually 
of little concern to the campaign managers. Weizsaeeker, Krupp, Roechling, the 
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generals, - these were the individuals who had to be saved. By saving then, the 
entire milieu from which they came would be absolved from all responsibility of 
the Third Reich. 

The campaign has quieted down. The objectives have been reached. The few 
notables still remaining in their cells, it is hoped, can be freed on the basis 
of various pretexts. At the moment, attention is focussed on *veurath and Raeder, 
both "honorable men who foresaw the dangers of Communism far in advance of the 
Allies." 

The elections in Lower Saxony, tho campaign for clemency for war criminals, the 
re-acceptance of the militarists by Bonn are all dangerous signs, coming as they 
do on the eve of Germany's assumption of what will be virtually full sovereignty. 
The history of the past feu years shows that the more liberal opposition of the 
Socialists has been unable to crack the front of the Bonn regime. The question 
now is: Ull the neo-nasi and more reactionary right-wing be able to take over 
the government of Germany from tho Adenauer regime? 
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GERMAN ATTITUDES TOWARDS JEWS AND JEWISH QUESTIONS 


SER'iAM ATTITUDE TOWA RDS ISRAEL AND JEt/ISH CLAIMS AGAINST GEKL1ANY 

During recent months, the Federal Republic has made great strides towards inde¬ 
pendence on the international scene. The Occupation Statute is being revised, 
the Schuman Plan has been signed, Germany was admitted to a number of international 
organizations, and diplomatic relations have been established with a number of 
nations. All these indicate how Germany is developing into a strong - if not the 
strongest - factor in European politics. And though Germany has not attained full 
sovereignty, and cannot yet impose its will on others, it can already nullify and 
sabotage the objectives of others. It is with this in mind that the Jewish inter¬ 
ests in Germany must be considered. 

The increased German activities in the international arena decrease the chances of 

satisfaction of Jewish claims against Germany . This expresses itself both econom¬ 
ically and politically. The recent discussions about the unfavorable German trade 
balance and the German signing of the Schuman Plan, though not connected with 
Jewish problems, affect them nonetheless. Germany's unfavorable trade balance 
acts as a potent defense against the claims of Nazi victims abroad. It also 
makes it more difficult for individuals who have already realized their claims 
to exchange these assets into economic values which can be of use to them In the 
countries where they now live. With added restrictions on foreign trade and with 
possible restrictions on investments, the owner of these frozen accounts becomes 
both "stuck with them" and dominated by German economic interests. 

Though the Schuman Plan at first glance has nothing to do with Jewish problems, 
on closer analysis its effect on Jewish claims is inescapable. Through the 
Schuman Plan Germany has obtained a new line of defense against claims of others 
because the economic interests of Germany under this Plan become of concern to 
all the nations participating in it. These nations will now be interested to 
see that Germany does not lose economic values without obtaining equivalent values 
in return. Hence they will be inclined to support Germany against all restitution 
and reparation claims made by outside nations. It is, therefore, probable that 
Schuman Plan countries will not support Israel reparations claims, for example. 

Thus far, the reparations claim of the Israel government has evoked no interest 
and no comment whatsoever, official or unofficial, in Germany. The Bonn govern¬ 
ment feels that the best way to deal with the claim is to disregard it in such 
a way that even the disregard is not noted. It feels, furthermore, that, for 
the time being, the problem does not concern it. The German Federal Republic 
will still be protected by several defense lines before the problem is brought 
home. It is felt in Bonn that it is uncertain whether Israel will get strong 
support from the Yfestem Allies, because recognition of the Israel claim would 
indirectly affect the financial claims of other countries against Germany. It 
is further believed that even if the claim were to be recognized, its satisfac¬ 
tion could be postponed Indefinitely, in view of current international develop¬ 
ments and Germany's economic situation. 

’/ftiile the specific Israel claim is studiously disregarded, however, Germany is 
beginning to be interested in Israel itself. Several articles about Israeli prob¬ 
lems have recently appeared in publications close to the government. Though pur¬ 
porting to be "objective," they cany this underlying tone: the present population 
in Israel is increasingly becoming Asiatic. This means that: (a) culturally the 
Israelis are no longer ilestern European, (b) they are not victims of Nazism. 







The above themes, supported by references to alleged theocratic tendencies in 
Israel and to Christian claims on Palestine, create the mood for anti-Israel policy 
- without openly engaging Germany in such a policy. They can also serve, of 
course, as a basis for eventual rejection of the Israel claim to reparations. 

The German press, insofar as it takes up the issue, is becoming guardedly critical 
of the Israel government. Some publications are engaged in developing a theory of 
differentiation between the Israel government and world Jewry in order to imply 
that the Israel government is not the successor or representative of the Jews 
subjected to persecution by the Third Reich. 

All these things add up to the following: German influential circles are seeking 
to develop an atmosphere which will enable them to regard the Israel government 
in foreign affairs without any feeling of moral obligation. This could open the 
way for 'the German government to deal with Israel’s Moslem neighbors as suits 
Germany best and with a disregard of its past misdeeds against the Jews. Germany's 
increased interest in the Arabian and Moslem world is evidenced by the space 
allocated to these areas by the German magazines, and to the joy oozing forth 
from the stories about French and British difficulties in those areas. 

GERMAN ATTITUDES TOWARD JEWS IN GERMANY 


The number of open German anti-Semitic incidents during recent months have been 
few. At the same time there is an increased tendency to view the Jewish question 
along the following line: "Of course the Nazi excesses against the Jews must be 
condemned. However the Jews themselves ..." etc. The passage of time obscuring 
events, there is notable forgetfulness now registered among German publicists. 

The number of Jews exterminated is now frequently put at 2 million instead of at 
6 million^ the differences in treatment of German Jews and other Jews is stressed 
and it is stressed that the German extermination policy actually began only after 
the outbreak of the war. Rightist circles are even connecting Vies tern Jewry with 
the Partisan movements, thus implying there was justification for the rigorous 
action taken against the Jews of Europe. 

The current remilitarization debate further tends to becloud the Jewish issue and 
to cover up German guilt. In all the apologia, books, memoirs, and alleged 
historical works about the last war authored by German generals, politicians 
and government officials, there is a notable lack of reference to Germany's anti- 
Jewish actions. All the generals, almost without exception, fail to mention it 
while some of the others dismiss it with a sigh. 

Besides these tendencies, there is little to report about "popular" changes in 
the German attitude towards the Jews. A few incidents which played an important 
role in the recent past should be noted, however. 

The Veit Harlan case * The entire campaign around the showing of Veit Harlan films 
is now subsiding^ The opponents of Veit Harlan have achieved some of their objec¬ 
tives, The demonstrations have had some effect. They *orced a number of individu^- 
als and groups to make up their minds on the question of anti-Semitism and anti- 
Semites. Up to now most of the so-called tolerant Germans have taken refuge in 
inactivity. Under various pretexts, such as "why make a fuss about it," "let's not 
make heroes out of them," etc., tney have refrained from doing anything. The Veit 
Harlan demonstrations have committed some Germans, even if only a small group, to 
the fight against intolerance, v.hile this group may be negligible percentage-wise, 
it represents thg first tangible evidence of opposition to anti-Semitic sentiments 
in Germany. 
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From a strategic point of view, the Veit Harlan film was a well-chosen subject for 
a fight. The defenders of Veit Harlan maintained that his crimes under the Nazi 
regime were forgivable in view of his genius and his indispensability to the German 
film industry. The movie "Unsterbliche Geliebte" is definitely not an outstanding 
job. It was the best evidence for those who went to see it that the German in¬ 
dustry can spare Veit Harlan. 

Though the film has not suffered financially, many German city governments dis¬ 
couraged film exhibitors from presenting the picture. At the present time interest 
in the film is waning. 

The Auerbach case. As was to be expected, the Auerbach case has deepened anti- 
Jewish sentiments. It is still widely discussed, though few facts are known. The 
general impression is that Auerbach, through the DPs, defrauded Germany. 

In spite of Auerbach's long confinement and the length of the investigation by the 
Bavarian Minister of Justice, little is known about the specific charges against 
him. The alleged falsifications were actually committed try the local German 
communities who, following a general policy widespread in Bavaria, felt that it 
was better to pay a DP his 1,^00 to 3,000 DM compensation at once and thus expedite 
his emigration, rather than to continue to maintain him in DP camps at the rate of 
300 DM per month, a cost borne in the first instance by the local community. 
Furthermore the Bavarian government itself was also in the business of buying off 
compensation and restitution claims through straw men who paid about one-third of 
the nominal value of the claims. 

Without attempting to express final judgement on the Auerbach case, it is worth 
comparing it with other similar incidents involving non-Jews, and to note how they 
were handled. Probably the most interesting case in this respect is that of the 
Evangelische Volkswerk, a Protestant social work agency under the leadership of 
Dr. Gerstenmaier. Irregularities of the Evangelische Volkswerk, including large- 
scale smuggling and foreign exchange dealings all done under the cover of charity, 
came into the open, creating a scandal. This was quickly hushed up and settled 
by the imposition of a fine of DM 100,000 on some subordinate official, with the 
assurance that the fine would not be paid by church collections. It is to be 
noted that the Evangelische Volkswerk irregularities were already known to the 
Allied customs units in 19^9. 

For the Bavarians, the Auerbach case offered a good pretext for stopping the pay¬ 
ment of indemnification claims, causing hardship to thousands of Jews who depended 
on their income from these claims. Although the Zentralrat of the Jewish Communi¬ 
ties in Germany disassociated itself from Auerbach immediately, and argued that 
regardless of whether he is or is not guilty, the issue should not be made an 
excuse for anti-Semitic attacks, many press accounts could not help but remind 
Germans of the overtones of Hitler propaganda against Jews. 

Jewish reactions in Germany to the Veit Harlan affair and the Auerbach case should 
not be permitted to hide the fact that Jewish community life in Germany itself is 
apparently languishing from a lack of guidance and support. Most of the self- 
appointed leaders of Jews in Germany have long since lost either their enthusiasm 
or their energy, and there is no striking Jewish leader in Germany today. 



CHRISTIAN-JEWISH COOPERATION AND AMERICAN REORIENTATION WORK 


The present situation of the Coordinating Board of Christians and Jews sheds more 
light than anything else on the problems of Jewish-Christian relations inside 
Germany, as well as on the reorientation work of the HICOG in this field. 

Today, there exists in Germany about tan local organizations of the Christian- 
Jewish cooperation. They were formed primarily at the behest of HICOG which, 
through reorientation funds, is still financing them. 

From the very beginning the aims of the organization, as reflected in its name, 
appeared futile, because of the absence of any sizeable number of Jews with whom 
to cooperate. Much of its activity would have been suitable had it been done 
before 1933. Recently, some of the people active in these organizations have 
realized this and have become inclined to extend the sphere of this organization 
toward the problem of intolerance in general, rather than stressing Christian- 
Jewish friendship. Also, there has been noted pressure by Dr. Zietlow, representa¬ 
tive of the American Conference of Christians and Jews, for the transformation of 
these organizations into German chapters of the World Brotherhood movement, which 
was established by the Conference. Dr. Zietlow has on many occasions advised the 
officials of these organizations against pressing such problems as Jewish-Christian 
cooperation, or the fight against anti-Semitism, on the ground that these issues 
are not popular in Germany. 

Thus far, in spite of large expenditures, the organization has been unsuccessful 
in its efforts to obtain support among the Germans. 

Rounding out their third year of reorientation work in Germany, American Occupation 
authorities are faced with a number of difficulties. First of all, considerable 
budgetary reductions are expected for the coming year. Second, opposition is being 
encountered from German conservative circles, especially towards orientation in the 
field of politics, government and education. And third, there are organizational 
difficulties. Few of the institutions nurtured by reorientation funds have taken 
hold or could continue on their own. 

Budgetary restrictions will mean that alloc at5.o ns of money to German organizations 
will be greatly reduced. At the same time, plans are being considered to reduce 
the number of America Houses. The properties to be closed, especially the libra¬ 
ries of the America Houses, are to be offered to the local communities, if they are 
willing to continue them as Reading Rooms. Preliminary probings show there is 
little enthusiasm in German municipalities for this offer. No Buergermeister wants’ 
to risk the charge of being a purveyor of American propaganda. 

German conservative'circles, who up to recently have, for various reasons, hidden 
their annoyance with some of the aspects of the reorientation program, have become 
bolder. In the name of German sovereignty they regard some of the objectives of 
the reorientation program as "interference in internal affairs of Germany." This 
attitude, strong in Bonn, in particular in the Ministries of Interior (Dr. Lehr) 
and of German Affairs (Kaiser), seeks to reduce American missionary work in Germany 
to "information only. 11 They also claim that any anti-Communist work carried on by 
Americans should be coordinated with the respective German agencies. To a large 
extent the sovereignty argument is a cloak for the conservatives seeking to retain 
their position of pre-eminence in German public life and to spare themselves 
annoyances by new "winds" seeking reform. 
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willing to continue them as Reading Mooms. Preliminary probings show there is 
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to risk the charge of being a purveyor of American propaganda. 

German conservative circles, who up to recently have, for various reasons, hidden 
their annoyance with some of the aspects of the reorientation program, have become 
bolder. In the name of German sovereignty they regard some of the objectives of 
the reorientation program as "interference in internal affairs of Germany." This 
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Though many organizations have been formed by the various reorientation programs, 
few of them will manage to survive without American assistance. The reorientation 
has been most successful in circles which needed reorientation least. Among the 
programs which leave much to be desired are the youth programs, women's affairs 
work and so on. Untouched by reorientation remains the large bloc of German 
peasantry, always a pillar of strength for German nationalism. 

Thus, just at the period when strong democratic information and educational forces 
are needed most, at the period when neo-Nazi elements are not only improving their 
organizations and their political lot, but also staging the first public appearance 
of international Fascism after the war, the reorientation program in Germany seems 
to be getting ready to follow the same road to oblivion taken by the denazification 
program. 


GERMAN PARTICIPATION AT THE FIRST POST-WAR INTERNATIONAL FASCIST CONVENTION 

1 F * -■*---- - 

The fascist internationale was never a tightly coordinated organization. But as a 
loose association of sympathizers, it did not die with Mussolini, Hitler and their 
lesser disciples from Quisling to Degrelle. From time to time over the past five 
years, the informal Internationale's continued operation could be deduced from the 
smooth functioning of the underground railway which smuggled Nazi criminals and 
fascist bigwigs to South America and to other countries beyond the reach of just 
retribution, via Italy, via France-Spain and via Denmark-Sweden. Other indications 
of the Internationale's cohesion were the successful concealment of Nazi assets 
abroad and the exchange across frontiers of fascist and anti-Semitic propaganda 
materials. 

It is well known that of late Sweden has become a major center for international, 
dissemination of such screeds and pamphlets. Since Sweden had not been occupied' 
by the Germans, no emergency anti-collaborationist legislation superseded the 
traditional democratic safeguards of free speech at the end of the war. No ir¬ 
resistible wave of intense revulsion against those who had espoused the- cause of 
Hitlerism drove them into hiding. Thus traditionally democratic Sweden became 
one of the feu countries where, even in the immediate post-war period, a small 
number of lunatic-fringe totalitarian sympathizers could carry on their political 
activities. Prominent among this coterie is PER ENGDAHL of Upsala, one of the 
braintrusters of Swedish Nazism for the past twenty years. In 1 9k9 he renamed 
his organization the "New Swedish i overaent of the Opposition." 

At an international fascist conclave in Rome last year, it was decided that the 
time had come to abandon secretiveness and furtiveness for a semi-public manifesta¬ 
tion, in preparation for an open comeback. In consequence it was resolved to 
hold an international congress in the Swedish city of Malmoe over the Yihitsun 
weekend of 1951) under the sponsorship of ENGBAHL's "Movement. 11 

Some thirty fascist leaders from eight European countries and from Trieste did 
indeed foregather in MaLmoe on May lit for their so-called "National European 
Congress." A four-man executive committee was formed and a high-sounding program, 
a rehash of fascist ideology seasoned with a pinch of the "European idea," was 
adopted. This prostitution of a lofty ideal by the advocates of rabid nationalism 
is, incidentally, the principal mark distinguishing German neo-Nazism from its 
Hitlerite parent. 

Trieste has been picked, so it is said, as headquarters of this new fascist 
internationale, vrtiich plans to continue its activities. 

All but one of the thirty fascist chieftains who participated in the Nazi-style 
meeting have little political influence in their own countries. They may be 
nuisances, but none of them, as far as is known, commands sufficient support to 
capture a single seat in elections to his national parliament. 

The sole exception, disquietingly enough, is the German delegate to the "National 
European Congress," Dr. Franz Richter, a member of West Germany's self-consciously 
democratic parliament, the Bundestag in Bonn. Even after the war, German Nazis 
never ceased to play a leading role behind the scenes of the fascist internationale 
now, for the first time, they have grown bold enough to step up to the footlights 
with a flourish. It is no coincidence that Bundestag deputy Dr. Richter is an un¬ 
repentant, rock-ribbed Nazi. True, except for rumors that he was a muscle-boy for 
the Sudeten Nazi movement of Henlein, little can be ascertained about his political 



- 27 - 


past during the year^ of the Third Reich, Those in the know attribute this gap 
in the available information to the likelihood that he is using a false name! He 
claims to have been born in Smyrna (Turkey) in 1911, an assertion that cannot be 
readily verified, and to have studied philology at the (intensely nationalistic) 
German University in Prague, the records of which have disappeared. According to 
the data he himself provides, he was a high school teacher (Studienrat) of German 
and French history in the Sudeten area of Czechoslovakia until 19U0, and served in 
the German Army as an officer from 19i*0 to 191*5. 

When Czechoslovakia expelled her traitorous Sudeten German minority in 19U5, 

Ricliter was resettled in the small to™ of Luthe near Wunstorf , in the Hanover 
region of Lower Saxony (British Zone of Germzny), Since he represented himself 
as having had no Nazi affiliations, he was immediately employed as a teacher. 

In those days, all teachers were in theory democrats chosen to reeducate German 
youth along democratic lines, just as Bundestag deputies are in theory handpicked 
democrats chosen to reeducate the German people along democratic lines. Richter 
preferred to instil into the minds of his young pupils the witches 1 brew of Nazi 
beliefs. He preached the stab-in-the-back legend, insisting that German secret 
weapons could have turned the tide of war even in early 191*5 if there had not 
been sabotage rampant. A school text which mentioned starvation in German-occupied 
Holland he branded as the manifestation of "a policy of stultifying our people." 
That was too much for his school principal, Artur Skowronzki, himself an expellee 
from the East, but a good democrat arid a brave man. He had had political trouble 
with Richter before; when Skowronzki had instructed all pupils to write an essay 
on "Yfhat We Expect of the London Conference," for instance, Richter told parents 
that he vrould give the best mark to that pupil whose paper would contain only the 
word "nothing." In the summer of 191*9 Skowronzki induced the Social Democratic 
Minister of Education of Lower Saxony to dismiss Dr. Richter, who only held a 
provisional appointment. There was an outcry among the local population, who much 
preferred a Nazi to a democrat as teacher for their children. Said a resolution 
signed by all Town Councillors (except three Social Democrats, and even they only 
abstained from voting) and by 250 parents attending a protest meeting: "... the 
school principal should be chased out of the village and sent back to Poland. In 
the schools of Luthe we need only German teachers, or at least teachers working 
for German goals. Yfe, the entire Tom Council and the Mayor, urge that Dr. Richter 
be immediately restored to his teaching duties. On the other hand, we are forced 
to state that there vrould not appear to be any place in Luthe for the school 
principal, Herr Skowronzki, We cannot be responsible for his personal safety," 
Skowronzki, thus threatened with physical violence, is of course a German; Polish 
names are common in his native Silesia. 

Vroat followed is symptomatic of the climate of opinion in certain rural regions of 
Lower Saxony, The German Rjgntist Party (Deutsche Rechtspartei) immediately 
nominated Richter as its second candidate for the German Federal Parliament, the 
Bundestag. Trading on his popularity as a "victimized" Nazi martyr, he was 
promptly and easily elected. 
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In parliament his party coalesced witty other neo-Nazi splinters to form the 
National Rightist (Nationale R'echte) Party Delegation, of which he became spokes¬ 
man. How he really hit his stride. Deliberately he began to pattern himself 
after Hitler in appearance and gestures, to affect the same clipped moustache, 
to use Hitler's opening gambit in addressing audiences; "German men and German 
women.I" (Deutsche Maenner, Deutsche Frauen l) He strides into meetings attired 
in the next best thing to the brownshirt of the SA and the blackshirt of the S3; 
officer riding breeches and riding boots worn with a dark, army-type jacket. In 
a typical election speech delivered in Hildesheim, he insisted that decent 
people were a snail minority "in such countries as Czechoslovakia," but that 
those who were not decent were indeed the exception in Germany. She had lost 
the war I'only through treason by emigrants," he cried; in general, shrill vili¬ 
fication of "emigrants" (a euphemism for Jews) is his stock-in-trade. In his 
keynote speech in the Bundestag on September 22, 1 9U9, he termed democracy "a vast, 
desolate, treeless plain where every bush looks like a tree" and wondered whether 
democracy was not "by its nature hostile to every outstanding individual." As 
for the German nation, it was "a gem which must be cleansed of the dust that has. 
dulled its sparkle, dust stirred up these last few years" (i.e., after the Nazi 
collapse in 19hS). Here is what he had to say about war crimes - which he 
sneeringly calls misdemeanors - in this carefully rehearsed keynote speech: 

"In the past few years some fools have stooped to confronting 
the German people with elaborately dressed-up bills of par¬ 
ticulars about misdemeanors committed by isolated individuals 
of our people, misdemeanors of a sort that might occur among 
any people. I repeat - committed by isolated individuals. 

It is my point of view that one can and may never convict an 
entire people for the misdemeanors of isolated individuals. 

But as long as we are discussing crimes against humanity, 
then, ladies and gentlemen, I believe we might also present 
a counter-claim for bomb damage. Let us begin with, say, 

Hamburg, Cologne, fannheim, Munich, Stuttgart, Hanover, and 
end with Dresden. That claim would hardly be an insubstantial 
one* \/hen discussing the general question of crimes against 
humanity, then, I hold, one must first begin by emphasizing 
the biggest crime ever committed against humanity: I mean the 
brutish expulsion of millions of Germans from the arch-German 
Eastern territories." 

He continued by reviling the Slavs ("at a time when they were still primitive 
nomads . . . our ancestors, whose exceptionally high culture . . ."); made fun 
of the "poor, persecuted Czech" refugees; had the audacity to lay claim not only 
to former German territories in the East but also to the Sudeten German region, 
which has never been part of Germany; averred that "it is beneath our dignity 
as Germans to follow in anyone's footsteps"; and ended with a quoted admonition 
of the Nazi writer Kolbenheyer to "save Germany first." All this not in a super¬ 
charged election rally in some small-town tavern, but in a formal keynote speech 
in the national parliament, yet no one felt it necessary to reply sharply* 

His politico-economic ideal remains vague and elusive. It appears to resemble a 
Mussolini-type corporate state, as propounded by Otto Gtrasser. He cannot be 
pinned doi/n on anything in his demagogic appeals to German nationalistic instincts. 
It is fortunate that, with all his propagandists sallies, he is too pedantic 
and drily professorial to be a popular spellbinder. 
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Just as in the period from 1920 to 192$) the German parties and groups of the 
extreme right are now engaged in a ceaseless process of splitting off and coales¬ 
cing, because each of their petty leaders wants to be the big boss. Hichter had 
advanced to the chairmanship of the German Rightist Party in August 1 9h9* In 
January 1?50, the bulk of the National Democratic Party of Hesse combined with 
his German Rightist Party (Deutsche Reichspartei), which he also headed. In 
February 1950, the National Rightists adopted their new name. But a few months 
later, Richter abandoned the German Reich Party for the even more radical 
Socialist Reich Party (Sozialistische Reichspartei, SRP), Yfhich he still represents 
in the Bundestag. 

lwhen Richter decided to participate in the Malmoe fascist conference, he asked the 
newly-created German Ministry for Foreign Affairs to aid him in obtaining a Swedish 
visa. It may be assumed that the Swedes had either turned him down when he applied 
as an individual, or else that he feared they might turn him down. The Foreign 
Affairs people promptly gave him a letter of recommendation to the effect that 
they were sponsoring his trip to Sweden, when newspapermen queried the chief of 
the German Federal Press Office, Dr. Fritz Von Twardowski (himself a former Nazi) 
about it, he tried to explain away the letter of recommendation by maintaining 
that Richter had asked the Ministry to sponsor a "study trip" to Sweden. Maybe so^ 
but the sponsoring even of a study trip by so notorious a Nazi does not tend to 
inspire confidence in the new German diplomatic service. 

As a person, Richter would rate little attention. As a symptom, he is an ominous 
figure indeed. 


THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 


AN OBSERVER'S REPORT 
FROM INSIDE GERMANY ON 

Augustj f 1951 

* 

1, Signs of Neo-Fascism in Western Germany 

2, The Fight Against Neo-Fascism and Antisemitism 

3 , An Open Letter to President Heusst 

1 , Si -ns of Neo-Fascism in Western Germany 

In Lower Saxony a woman teacher was sacked by the Ministry of Education 
because she allowed her pupils to sing antisemitic songs on a ramble, and even 
joined in. 


In Peine in Lower Saxony a flag of the Federal Republic was torn down and 
burned as a sign of protest against the execution of the Landsberg war criminals 
In Celle a wreath was deposited at the war memorial by people sympathizing with 
the Landsberg people the day after tbeir execution. In lioxter (Westphalia) a 
crowd of about 500 people tried to attend the funeral of one of the men executed 
In Landsberg. 


Wolfgang Hedler, an "independent" nationalist Member of Parliament for 
Schleswig-Holstein, has been sentenced to nine months imprisonment for antisemi¬ 
tic utterances, slandering the participants in the revolt against Hitler on July 
20th, 194*1-, and insulting the leader of the Bavarian Social Democrats who lived 
as an emigrd in England during the war. Dr. Franz Richter, a nationalist Member 
of Parliament for Lower Saxony, has been sentenced to three months imprisonment 
for slanderous remarks against the Social Democratic Minister of Education for 
Lower Saxony. 

2 . The fight against Neo-Fascism ana Antisemitism, 

The result of the elections to the Diet in Lower Saxony in May, 1951> 
where the nationalistic "Sozialistische Reichspartei" (SRP) won 11 per cent of 
the votes, has greatly alarmed the democratic forces in Western Germany. Prior 
to these elections the democratic parties put the fight against the Communists 
to the fore. During recent months there has been a growing awareness that the 
Communist danger in Western Germany, though by no means negligible. Is less Im¬ 
mediate than the danger of a fascist revival. The most remarkable feature of 
the present democratic fight against neo-fascism is the fact that for the first 
time since 1945 the Social Democrats, the Christian Democrats (CDU) and the Free 
Democrats (FDP), i.e. the three major parties in Western Germany, have carried 
out certain Joint activities against a common enemy. Following are some typical 
instances. 

In Rahden, near Lttbbecke in the North-Eastern part of Westphalia, the 
SRP made all preparations to celebrate a "Cer-man Day". They arranged for a pub¬ 
lic meeting with prominent party speakers and for entertainments in the style of 
similar performances in the Nazi days. Thereupon the trade unions took the 
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Initiative in convening a conference of factory shop stewards and trade union 
officials which was attended also by a representative of the local government, 
a member of the Diet, the British Kreis Resident Officer and by officials of 
the Social Democratic Party and the Christian Democratic Union. This conference 
passed a resolution condemning SRP activities, expressing the determination to 
fight them with all constitutional means and appealing to the Federal Government 
to take measures to ban BUch activities. The result of this conference was that 
Dr. Doris and Mr. Remar, two leaders of the SRP who had been announced as speak¬ 
ers for the "German Day", cancelled their visit. In the end the whole affair 
was banned by the Government. 

A similar series of events occurred in Hagen, an important industrial 
town in the Ruhr district. A public meeting called by the SRP was attended by 
a majority of trade unionists and Social Democrats. Soon after the meeting had 
started, a Social Democratic Member of Parliament got up and made a speech de¬ 
nouncing the fascists and demanding that this meeting should be broken up. After 
half an hour the SRP partisans were unable to carry on, and closed down. 

In Cologne the members of the Town Council belonging to the Social Demo¬ 
cratic Party, the Christian Democratic Union and the Free Democratic Party made 
a solemn joint declaration against the neo-fascists at a recent session of the 
Town Council. They dramatically reminded the population of the crimes the Nazi 
regime committed, which the new nationalists try to vindicate and to continue. 

The SRP has not yet succeeded in arranging big public meetings or demon¬ 
strations in industrial towns. But it is known that they hold private meetings 
which are attended by fifty to seventy people and they are trying to recruit 
members and to form local groups all over. Their central weekly paper, "Die 
Reichszeitung," has now been banned by the British authorities for insulting the 
Allies. This paper was recommended by the street-vendors as "the successor to 
the 'Westdeutscher Beobachter*", the official Nazi paper in western Germany, 

Although cooperation of the democratic political parties in the fight 
against the fascists has been started on a local level and may develop further, 
it would be wrong to overestimate the degree and the intensity of this coopera¬ 
tion. There is a very deep political and ideological rift between the parties 
forming the present Government of Western Germany (CDU, FDP and Deutsche Partei) 
on the one hand and the Social Democratic Party, representing the opposition to 
the Government, on the other. Of equal importance is the fact that neither the 
Christian Democratic Union nor the Free Democrats are homogenous bodies. As I 
pointed out in my previous report, the Christian Democrats in Lower Saxony joined 
together with the "Deutsche Partei" to form the "Niederdeutsche Union" which put 
up Dr, Ehrich, a very prominent former Nazi, as one of its candidates. There is 
a clear rift going through the Christian Democratic Union, dividing it into the 
trade unionist wing on the one hand and into the conservative wing on the other. 
The bond holding both wings together is their support of Christian (mainly Roman 
Catholic) principles, especially in the sphere of education, marriage legisla¬ 
tion, culture, etc. and their opposition to Cojununism. It is not at all certain 
that, should there be a serious conflict with the nationalistic elements In Ger-i 
many, the leaders of this rather heterogenous body will be ready to Bide with 
the Social Democrats In a common fight for democracy. It should be remembered 
that Dr, Bribing, the Reich Chancellor who in 1932 through "emergency decrees 1 
(Notverordnungen) put democracy in abeyance, belonged to the Zentrum, the party 
which to all intents and purposes was the predecessor of the present Christian 
Democratic Union. (By the way. Dr. Bribing returned to Germany from USA some 
time ago. He has not taken an active part in politics since the war but he has 
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recently been mentioned as one of the possible candidates for the presidency of 
the newly instituted Bundesverfassungsgericht, Supreme Federal Court.) And the 
same Christian Democratic politicians who in Cologne today denounce fascism pub¬ 
licly expressed their satisfaction in March, 1933 about the Nazis' advent to 
power which, as they then put it, would facilitate the fight against Marxism, 
l.e. against the Social Democrats and the Comnnmits. The Free Democrats gather 
mainly those middle class groups which are opposed to the clericalism of the 
Christian Democrats; they attract many young people, students and professional 
men and women* Their supporters range frcm true Liberals of the 19^3 tradition 
to open nationalists and defenders of capitalist vested interests. 

The difficulties in achieving cooperation of all democratic forces in 
Germany {which, naturally, is a precondition for a successful fight against un¬ 
democratic forces, especially if they increase their present influence) was 
strikingly illustrated by a step taken by the trade unions a few days ago. The 
membership of the trade unions, which include more than five million wage and 
salary earners, is composed mainly of Social Democrats and Christian Democrats. 
The trade unions have shown great moderation since the war, and relatively few 
strikes have taken place in Germany. Their most important fight against the 
Federal Government was their struggle for the right of co-determination in the 
steel and coal industry, in which they have achieved a satisfactory agreement. 

The trade unions demand, however, co-determination also in the running of some 
public services, e.g. the railways. This they have not achieved. The trade 
unions' heaviest criticism has been directed against the economic and social 
policy of the Federal Government and they have now threatened,*as a measure of 
protest, to withdraw their representatives from Government economic agencies, the 
most important of which will be the commissions instituted for the implementation 
of the Schuman-Plan. 


There can be no doubt that Dr. Theodor Beuss, the President of the Federal 
Republic, and Dr. Konrad Adenauer, its Chancellor, stand above any suspicion of 
antisemitism. Certain happenings indicate, however, that both of them sometimes 
lack adequate consideration for the feelings .of the Jewish population. T^re typi¬ 
cal instances: 

Dr. Globke was one of the authors of the Nurnberg racial laws and wrote 
an official cocmentary on them. The same Dr. Globke 1 b today a very high offi¬ 
cial (Ministerialdirektor) in the office of the Federal Chancellor. Repeatedly, 
the Social Democrats and the trade unions have demanded his removal. This Dr. 
Adenauer refused. He called Dr. Globke one of the most loyal and correct offi¬ 
cials he has ever met. Moreover, it wa3 said in defence of Dr. Globke by offi¬ 
cial authorities that according to several Jewish testimonials he had helped Jew¬ 
ish persons during the Nazi regime. The Central Executive of the Jews in Germany 
passed a resolution on June 3, 195^., objecting to Dr. Globke's remaining in his 
present office. The Jewish weekly "Allgemeine Wochenzeitung der Juden in Deutsch¬ 
land" points out that Dr. Globke's alleged or real help for 30me Jewish individu¬ 
als could not exonerate him from his responsibility for the terrible fate of 
European Jewry to which he had contributed by his coauthorship of the Nurnberg 
laws. Even Goring could have claimed to have helped some Jews. In spite of 
tnese protests, Dr. Globke has not yet been removed from his post. 

Some weeks ago the Hamburg Jewish Community solemnly unveiled a memorial 
in honour of the 7,000 Hamburg Jews murdered by the Nazis. The same day Presi¬ 
dent Heuss, who by chance was in Hamburg but did not take part in the memorial 
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ceremony for the murdered Jews, attended a performance of Zuckmayer’s "Haupt¬ 
mann von Kflpenick," In which the actor Werner Krauss took the leading part. 
Werner Krauss played the Jew Suess in Veit Harlan's antisemitic Nazi film, and 
his reappearance on the German theatrical scene after the war aroused strong 
protests by anti-Nazis. Dr. Heuss visited Werner Krauss in his dressing room 
after the performance of the Zuckmayer play and was photographed with him. The 
report of the unveiling of the memorial in honour of the murdered Jews and the 
photograph of Dr. Heuss with Werner Krauss appeared in the Hamburg newspapers 
in the sane edition. A non-Jewish friend of mine, a well-known Hamburg citizen, 
wrote a letter to the Editor of the most respected newspaper of the British Zone 
"Die Welt", pointing out the utter tactlessness of this coincidence. The editor 
replied he thought it would "not be opportune 0 to publish such a letter cri¬ 
ticising the President, "who surely did not want to hurt the feelings of our 
Jewish fellow citizens." 


During the founding Conference of the new Socialist International in 
Frankfort at the beginning of July, the leader of the German Social Democratic 
Party, Dr. Schumacher, addressed a mass meeting together with many other repre¬ 
sentatives of the Socialist International, in his speech Dr. Schumacher said: 

"We shall always find a ccmmon line (with the other socialists) where 
problems are concerned which affect principles of democracy and socialism. What 
is possible in this respect has been shewn to us by a great experience we had 
yesterday when our comrade Hersch, one of the leaders of the Jewish Socialist 
organisation Bund, in face of the millions of dead of Auschwitz and Lublin, 
pointed to the future and established the fact that the solidarity in the strug¬ 
gle for the future is the supreme law of international socialism. 

"Let us not forget: the ideology of terror and extreme nationalism will 
always be antisemitic, antisemitism being, as August Bebel (the most prominent 
leader of German Social Democracy before the first World War) put it, the Social' 
ism of the ignorant. This antisemitism has recently been revived by a political 
movement and has thus been expressed: well, the concentration camps were the 
expression of a revolutionary reshaping of Germany. But comparing the moral at¬ 
titude of the Jewish organisation Bund with this despicable SRP I declare our 
complete oneness with the morality of the Bund." 

Schumacher's statement was received with great applause. 

3. An Open Letter to Presiden t Heuss. 

In the case of Philipp Auerbach no new developments have become known. 

A very typical and tragic by-product of this case are the charges levelled 
against Prof. Schoeps of the university of Erlangen, the only Jewish university 
professor in Western Germany. The university of Erlangen bestowed the title of 
a doctor of philosophy upon Mr. Auerbach after the war and recently he has been 
charged with obtaining this title under false pretenses. Prof. Schoeps has been 
accused of having helped Mr. Auerbach to obtain the title in return for some ma¬ 
terial favours Prof. Schoeps allegedly received from Mr. Auerbach while the lat¬ 
ter was still in office. In an open letter to the President of the Federal Re¬ 
public Dr. Heuss, Prof. Schoeps protested against these outrageous accusations. 
As this letter is extremely revealing both as regards the psychological state 
of a great number of German Jews and as regards the political and moral climate 
in present-day Germany, I wish to quote extensively from it: 
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"Immediately after the war, when the horrors of the concentration camps 
became known, a wave of shock and shame went through the German people. Today, 
Only six years later, prominent Gestapo officers who forced Jews into concentra¬ 
tion camps and into gas chambers are acquitted by law courts, presented with 
flower bouquets in the court room and paid indemnity by the State for having 
been under arrest. ... We are greatly alarmed at the process of re-nazification 
we witness in all spheres of public life. If it were otherwise, it would not 
have been possible to stir up such a scandal around the "Auerbach case" which 
has been exploited by a sensation-mongering press. — I must speak up also for 
myself, although I do it but reluctantly. I am the only professor of Jewish 
denomination in Western Germany. Out of a German national feeling I returned 
after the war from exile, although my parents and almost all my relations have 
perished in concentration camps or were gassed. I replied to all warning of 
well-reaning friends abroad that the Nazis never represented the German people. 

I wanted to serve my fatherland and I extended my hand in a spirit of brother¬ 
hood to every sincere German who hates injustice, terror and murder. Today I 
begin to have doubt 3 as to whether I acted right. For newspapers have started 
a campaign of slander against my honour by suspected me of having received money 
so that Mr. Auerbach could receive a doctor's degree in Er lang en. ... Having 
been brought up in the traditions of Prussion honour and Prussian conceptions 
of duty, this charge is so monstrous to my mind that I have difficulties in 
grasping the outrageous meanness of such insinuations. The truth is that I re¬ 
ceived - the same as every Bavarian Civil Servant to whom the provisions of the 
law of rehabilitation (EntschMdigungsgesetz) were applicable - 3>000 D-Mark as 
a first instalment of the amount of indemnity which I claimed was due to me, 
long before Auerbach got his degree. I had long ago resigned myself to the 
thought that this was all I could expect to receive, since many groups of our 
population have no sincere will to mate up for past wrongs. But if this gesture 
of the authorities, which had only the symbolical value of acknowledging my 
claim, is interpreted today as being a case of bribery, I do not know what to 
say. There is but one explanation ... These slanderous accusations against 
some persons should discredit the rehabilitation and restitution law (Entschfidig 
ungs- und Wiedergutraachungsgesetz) ... I find myself in a terrible conflict. As 
late as 1936, when I was the leader of a German-Jewish youth association, X told 
my young comrades; You know better than Hitler and the Nazis that you are Ger¬ 
mans because of your country of origin, your education and for historical rea¬ 
sons. Do remain loyal to the fatherland. Those who trusted my words suffered 
an unimaginably cruel death. To-day I am faced with the same question and I 
fear that events will force me one day to urge the 15,000 Jews who survived 
Hitler without having emigrated : Do quit this country as long as there is 
still time. For once before in history it started with a campaign of slander 
against individual persons and with Jew-baiting whisper-propaganda. And at 
the end of this road there were six million deadJ" 
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M E M 0 R A N D U M 


To; Department and Division Heads 
From; Foreign Affairs Department 
Subject: Program of Activities in Germany 


November 16, 1951 
URGE NT 


Attached please find a report received from Zach Shuster, together with 
an important memorandum transmitted to us by the Education and Cultural 
Relations Division of the U.S. High Commission in Germany* 

This memorandum lists sixteen proposals for projects which HICQG is 
prepared to carry out in Germany") for the purpose of improving group relations: 
in Germany in general, and German attitudes towards Jews in particular* 

These proposals result from earlier deliberations of our lay Committees 
on European and German Affairs, and of the Staff Committee on Germany, as 
well as a great number of meetings held ’ey Zach Shuster in Germany. We feel 
that the HICOG proposals are thoughtful and meritorious, and that they offer 
us an opportunity for effective work towards our most important educational 
objectives in Germany« 

As indicated in Shuster’s covering letter, these projects are meant to 
be carried into effect 1:y HICCG itself, on the condition, however, that the 
advice, guidance and assistance of the AJC will be assured* In another 
communication, Zach states that "much of it will not involve-* expenditure 
on our part, for I have the impression that HICCG Is ready to carry out itself 
many of these projects, and what it is looking for is our advice and guidance." 

It is Important, therefore, that we give immediate attention to this 
program. We would appreciate if you could: 

1) review at least those projects which are within your sphere of 
interest and activity; 

2) Indicate the nature and extent of the contributions your Department 
may offer to the planning and execution of these projects; 

3) suggest eliminations of projects which you consider to he.impractical 
or. undesirable; 

4) suggest additional or substitute projects to be recommended, indi¬ 
cating the possible AJC role in their planning and execution* 

It should ^be noted that the program offered by the Educational and 
Cultural Relations Division does not include a number of additional projects 
already proposed by the AJC to the American and/or German authorities, 'Hk» 
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a) AJC sponsorship of visits to the U.S. within, the State 
Department exchange program of groups of Germans active in the promotion of 
better intergroup relations. lir. MeCloy indicated his sympathy with this 
proposal and the Department of State approved the tentative program of 
activities which we submitted; 

b) our suggestion that a broadly representative German National 
Conference on Human Rights, Intergroup Relations and Civil Liberties be 
convened by top leaders in German publio life, for t the purpose of launching 
a permanent German citizens' movement for democratic action. This project 
was also endorsed by Mr. McCloy, and recently the Department of State notified 
HICQG of its full approval, urging that the necessary preparations be under¬ 
taken in Germany without delay. 

c) Dr. Gray's and Zach Shuster's proposal to German government 
leaders to establish a r functional organ for the protection of oivil rights^, 
similar to our President's Commission on Civil Rights. Cta November 5, 

Profo Hallstein, state secretary of foreign affairs in Bonn, wrote us as 
follows: oln ny opinion your suggestion that the Federal Republic of 

Germany may proceed along similar lines, is a fruitful one." 

d) The supply of democratic educational material to the German 
Federation of Trade Unions, particularly on Jewish labor activities, recon¬ 
struction efforts in Israel, the situation of Jews in the world, etc., for 
current publication in their papers. 

Since to some extent we are already committed to the latter four projects, 
it is necessary that they be subjected to the same critical review as suggested 
for the 16 HICOG proposals. 

Dr. Slawson intends to call an early special staff meeting to discuss 
these proposals* It would be appreciated, therefore, if your comments would 
be available as soon as possible* 


November 16, 1951 


THE2 AMERICAN JEM IS H COMMITTEE 
30 rue La Bob tie 
Baris 8, France 

November 2, 1951 


Dr, Simon Segal 
Foreign Affairs Department 
American Jewish Committee 
New York, N*Y, 

Dear Simon: 

I just received from Mr* George A. Seiko, Deputy Chief of the 
Education and Cultural Relations Division of the U.S. High Commission 
in Germany, a memorandum outlining sixteen proposals for projects aiming 
to improve group relations in Germary in general and to change German 
attitudes toward Jews* 

These proposals are the result of many conferences we held in 
Frankfurt with HICCG officials, to whom we suggested to develop 
programs along the lines of our interest* It is gratifying to note 
that all these negotiations have achieved the result that HICOG officials 
entrusted with the ta3k of education have developed such concrete sug¬ 
gestions as those made in the enclosed me: :orandum* 

As you will notice, ir. Seiko is asking ry reaction to his 
suggestions and for further sug estions on cy part* Eefore doing this, 
however, I would like you to study this project carefully and, together 
with members of our staff, consider its merits, the best means of 
carrying out the proposals, and also make any other suggestions you may 
deem desirable. 

It should be emphasized that these projects are to be carried 
out primarily by HICCG with our advice and guidance* The HICCG 
officials would not like, however, to undertake anything along these 
lines before being assured of our approval and help* It is most 
important that we should become active in this matter as soon as 
possible, I should appreciate if you would give this your immediate 
attention and let ne have your reactions soon so that I shall be 
able to communicate with Ir. Selke* 


Sincerely* 

s/ Zach 

Zachariah Shuster 


ZS/f 

enc* 


OFFICE OF THE U.S. HIGH COMMISSIONER FCR GERMANY 
Office of Public Affairs 
16 Frankfurt am Main 
Headquarters Building 


October 29* 1951 


Dear Hr. Shusterr 

Dr* l'fef.on and I have been waiting to hear from you regarding proposed 
projects which might increase German appreciation of Jewish contributions 
to various fields of human endeavor. He have had several conferences 
regarding the question and are submitting the following sixteen proposals 
for your consideration. 

} 

1. By encouraging the publication of books, pamphlets, documents, 
pictures, etc*, which portray the historical contributions, 
aspirations and interests of the Jewish people. 

2. By encouraging the publication and dissemination in German 
newspapers and periodicals and on the radio of information 
regarding the recent and current achievements and contribu¬ 
tions of the Jews, setting them off against the tremendous 
odds they have been facing. 

3. By having Jewish organizations prepare a documentary film 
whioh shows the successful measures taken by the government 
and especially by private organizations in Israel to facilitate 
the integration of immigrants into the new environment. This 
film would show a definite parallel situation to the displaced 
persons problem in Germany and would relate how Israel tackles 
a problem which is much more difficult than in Germany because 
of the very diverse cultural background of the various segments 
of Jewish immigration and the lack of natural resources in the 
country* It should give sufficient attention to the role of 
German Jews in Israel and their specific contributions. The 
documentary should point to the attention given in Israel to 
cultural matters against the background of early and primitive 
pioneering. 

4. Provide prizes, few enough in number to become marks of 
distinction, for outstanding achievement in the field of the 
arts, sciences, business affected with the public interest or 
civic leadership and inter-group leadership to both Germans 

and Americans, Jews and non-Jews. These prizes should be awarded 
by committees with a distinguished membership and should be named 
after outstanding German and American Jews, such as Rathenau, 
Ballin, Haber, V/assermann, Moses Mendelsohn, Heinrich Heine, 
Gabriel Riesser, Anna Rosenberg, Max Liebermann, Menuhin, 
Einstein, Brandeis, Cardozo, Dubinsky, Julius Ochs Adler** 



By presenting programs and exhibits pertaining to Jewish activities 
and contributions; some of these programs should be all-Jewish in 
character while others should include all types of people but do 
full justice to the achievements, aspirations, and problems of Jews 
and other minorities. 

6* By sponsoring an international conference on group relations^ 

7*. By encouraging the establishment of favorable interfaith relation¬ 
ships such as sponsored by the Council of Christiana and Jews* 

S. By having Jewish organizations arrange for the bilateral U.S.- 

German exchange of professors and other lecturers in various fields 
of specialization* 

9* By having Jewish organizations provide scholarships for German 
students and professors to attend certain American institutions 
such as Brandeis University. 

10. By making arrangements enabling German students of religion to 
attend Jewish educational institutions in the United States that 
have strong offerings in Hebrew. 

11. Ey providing special grants to German archaeologists, city 
planners, sanitation engineers, and other professional representa¬ 
tives to visit Israel and become acquainted with Jewish problems 
and achievements. 

12. By making stateside arrangements for German exchangees to the 
UoS. to visit various Jewish institutions, such as hospitals, 
settlement houses, etc* 

13. Ey making arrangements whereby German exchangees to the U.S. 
meet prominent Jewish citizens in various fields, such as the 
arts, business, science, civic endeavors, journalism, politics, 
etc*, are invited to visit in Jewish homes and observe the 
activities of Jewish organizations. 

14* Ey arranging for the appearance of Jewish representatives of 

arts and letters to appear on Amerika Kaus programs in Germany, 
and German artists, scientists, etc*, before Jewish or Jewish 
co-sponsored meetings in the U.S* 

15. By having U.S. Jewish organizations prepare exhibits showing 
Jewish achievements in Israel and in other countries. 

16* By having Jewish organizations prepare appropriate films 
regarding Jewish life. 

We shall be glad to have your reaction to our suggestions and also 
shall appreciate any additional suggestions which you may care to submit 
to us. I hope that we nay have occasion to confer with you sometime in 
the near future regarding this entire question* 

Sincerely yours, 

.George A. Selke, Deputy Chief 
Education and Cultural Delations Division 
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AN OBSERVER'S REPORT 
FROM INSIDE GERMANY ON 

December j 195=1. 

1. Nazi Revival in Germany 

2* The Government Parties and Democracy iil Germany 
3* Activities fighting Nazism and Anti-Semitism 
iu Some Conclusions 


1 Nazi Revival in Germary 

A well-known radio commentator r£ the North-West German Radio Station recently 
stated that it is estimated that general elections in Western Germany would give 
20$ to 25 $ of the votes to right wing candidates. 

* 

On November 9th, a special Nazi memorial day, many Nazis gathered in Western 
Berlin. According to official estimates there are 30 underground Nazi groups in 
Western Berlin, led by former high-ranking Nazis. It is known that they receive 
support from Soviet authorities. 


A former chairman of the Berlin branch of the "Sozialistische ReichsparteiW 
(S.R.P., a party openly professing Nazi ideas, most active in Lower Saxony and 
Schleswig-Holstein) stated under oath that the third chairman of the S.R.P. Count 
Westarp, received the sum of 32,000 marks (39,000) f rom the office of the Communist 
Party of Eastern Germany. This is but another piece of evidence of the contact 
between right and left radical groups in Germany. 


As to the fact that the S.R.P. recruits its members and voters from among 
former Nazis, the following investigation :-.s revealing. It was found that the 
highest percentage of S.R.P. votes in the recent elections in Bremen were cast 
in those voting districts which contained blocks of houses and flats built by the 
Nazis for officials of the Nazi party. As to the character of the S.R.P. voters, 
it was found that in districts inhabited by the so-called petty-bourgeoisie an 
average of 18$ of the votes were cast for the S.R.P. (the total for Bremen being 

™ ereas in working class and upper class districts the average was between 
5$ and 6$. 




The case of Heinrich Lohse in Schleswig-Holstein has caused a considerable 
star *. Lohse was a prominent Nazi, personally responsible for great Nazi 
atrocities. In January, 19U8 he was sentenced to 10 years imprisonment and the 
loss of his property for his Nazi activities. In February, 1951, he was discharged 
rom prison on the ground of ill health, and subsequently he was granted a monthly 
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pension of 200 narks (050), The man responsible for this was the commissar 
(Sonderbeauftragte) far denazification in Schleswig-Holstein, Oskar-Hubert 
Dennhardt, a Christian-Democratic member of the Diet, The same Mr, Dennhardt 
was responsible for another outrageous decision. The widow of Reinhardt Heydrich 
(Heydrich was chief of the Nazi Security Service and governor of Bohemia and 
Moravia - in 19li2 he was shot by members of the Czech resistance movement in 
Prague, whereupon Hitler ordered the extermination of Lidice) demanded to be given 
back her estate, which had been sequestrated, Dennhardt ordered the estate returned 
to her. The Social Democratic Party demanded the dismissal of Dennhardt from his 
post as commissar for denazification. The parties forming the present government 
of Schleswig-Holstein, - Christian Democrats, Free Democrats, German Party and 3HE 
(Refugee Party) - all of whom, apart from the BHE, belong to the government in 
Bonn, refused to dismiss him. 


'if**# 

Recently former members of the SS (Hitler's famous para-military formation 
from among whose ranks the commandants and jailers in the concentration camps 
were recruited) founded an SS-Mutual Aid Association (SS-Hilfsgemeinschaft auf 
Gegenseitigkeit). One of its prominent leaders is Frauenfeld, the former 
"Gauleiter" of Austria. It was announced that in the spring of 1952 an inter¬ 
national gathering of members of the SS from all over Europe will take place in 
Germany. The German Federal Government ordered that these former SS-men be refused 
visas to enter Germany. 




A few days after a Brunswick court had sentenced von Bothmer, one of the 
most active and obnoxious speakers of the S.R.P., to four months imprisonment 
for having insulted and slandered personalities in German public life, the chairman 
of the court received a letter announcing that he and all judges aid members of the 
jury who participated in passing this sentence would be executed. The editor cf 
a Social Democratic paper in Hannover, Mr. Korspeter, who has been especially 
active in exposing neo-Nazi activities, received a similar letter. There is no 
doubt that such letters are no mere practical jokes. Germany has a tradition of 
political assassination. After 1913, a very considerable number of persons engaged 
in political activities (Rathenau, Erzberger, Eisner, Haase, Liebknecht, Luxemburg, 
to name only a few) were murdered by right-wing radicals and the idea of 
liquidating" one's enemies is, of course, common to Nazis and Communists alike. 


. A large proportion of persons belonging to the legal profession are former 
«azis. In a court case against a Jewish DP charged for trading in smuggled goods 
the Judge announced a disproportionately harsh sentence with the following words: 

According to his origin and his way of life the accused belongs to the group of 
people notoriously engaged mainly in black marketeering," - I quote this sentence 
as typical for several of its kind. 
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2$ The Governme nt Pa rties and Democracy in Germ any 

The really alarming feature in present-day Germany, however, is not the fact 
that the old Nazis are coming to the surface again. That was to be expected. 
Moreover, there are large and very important parts of Western Germany, e.g. 
Northrhine-Westphalia, "where these avowed Nazis play hardly any part at all. What 
is really very serious from a democratic point of view is the development of the 
"respectable" parties forming the present Government of Western Germany. 

The largest party is the Christian Democratic Party (CDU) to whom the Federal 
chancellor. Dr. Konrad Adenauer, belongs. It has a rather mixed membership. 

There is a left wing in which the influence of the former Christian trade unionists 
who today belong to the general, labor unions is strong, and there is a right wing 
rrhich especially in the Protestant North has nationalistic (almost pro-Nazi) 
leanings. A person like Dennhardt in Schleswig-Holstein, idiom I mentioned above, 
is not an isolated instance. In recent elections the CDU has shown a definite 
tendency towards disintegration, and its former voters now often cast their votes 
in favor of more right-wing parties. Only in the strongly Roman Catholic parts 
of Germany is the CDU still able to profit from the fact that it is regarded by 
the clergy as the -Christian Party and is thus put in a position to maintain its 
votes. The elections in Bremen, which took place in October 19!>1, are a telling 
example of how the CDU is losing ground in Protestant areas. The CDU lost 15 
seats in Bremen (it got 9 instead of former 2h)t end the more right-wing Deutsche 
Partei (German Party) gained 13 (it had held 3)j whereas the S.R.P. received, for 
the first time, 8 seats. 




With regard to its lack of homogeneity, the free Democratic Party (FDP) is in 
a similar position as the CDU. There is a true liberal wing to which the President 
of the Federal Republic, Prof. Theodor Heuss, belongs, and there is a wing openly 
cooperating with former Nazis. During its recent Annual General Conference it 
became evident that the moderate wing is losing and the more radical wing is 
gaining influence. A typical example of the mentality of this right wing is 
revealed by an incident in the Diet of Lower Saxony. It is illegal in Lower 
Saxony to sing or play Nazi songs or marches. Several political parties demanded 
in the Diet that this law be rescinded; the most emphatic advocate of this demand 
was the representative of the FDP. 






A Federal Cabinet Minister, Mr. Hellwege, Chairman of the Deutsche Partei,. 
wrote a letter to Federal Chancellor Idenauer protesting the continuation of 
denazification and asking the Chancellor to see to it that this "most inglorious 
chapter of German post—'war history" should soon come to a close. 

Another Cabinet Minister, also belonging to the German Party, Mr. Seebohm, 
a few months ago delivered a speech in a style which inspired his supporters to 
break out in enthusiastic shouts* "Heil Seebohml". 


„.. ^ he Chancellor, Dr. Adenauer, personally admitted that out of 383 high-ranking 
officials in his Foreign Office, 13i| were former members of the Nazi Party. 
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There is a certain inertia on the part of the government to show tangible 
signs of good will toward the victims of Nazism^ Dr. Adenauer's September 27 
declaration with regard to restitution for Jewish property stolen by the Nazis 
raised some hopes. Two months have passed since and no deeds have as yet followed*. 

-iWHH!’ 

The official interpellations in the Bonn Parliament addressed by the CDU 
group to the Government show the anxiety felt in that party in view of certain 
political developments* One interpellation concerns political statements made by 
the leadership of the Verband Deutscher Soldaten (VDS, German Soldiers' league). 

It was pointed out in this interpellation that these statements of the VDS "are 
regarded by the public as open or hidden attacks upon the present order of the 
State... Although the groups concerned are but small and without a political 
mandate from the millions of former German soldiers and their families, their 
utterances cause damage to domestic and foreign policy...." The second inter¬ 
pellation deals with recent activities of the SS: "... V/hoever starts today to 
form any kind of association under the label of SS revives the cri m i n al spirit of 
a fateful past. Vfe regard such attempts as a challenge to the German people and 
nl 1 peoples v/ith whom we want to live in peace. V.e ask the Federal government 
what it intends to do in order to prevent effectively from the outset the creations, 
of such associations." 


Various legal institutions have been set up to counteract the menace from the 
right and from the left. Several prominent S.R.F. activitists, von Bothmer and 
Remer, for example, have been sentenced to terms of imprisonment. A Federal Office 
for the Protection of the Constitution (Bundesamt filr Verfassungsschutz) has been 
set up. A charge against the S.R.P. and the German Communist Party has been filed 
with the Supreme Court (Bundesverfassungsgericht) by the Government. There is, 
however, a general skepticism as to the effectiveness of such purely legal 
measures in the fight against neo-fascism. 


3. Activities Against Nazism and Anti-Semitism 

Peine, a town in Lower Saxony not far from Hannover, is a Nazi hotbed. On 
the eve of November 9th, the day when the memory of the victims of Nazism was to be 
honored, the stone memorial for the victims of Nazism was smeared over and a wreath 
bearing the inscription "NSDAP Peine" was deposited at the war memorial. Thereupon 
the workers of Hannover decided upon a demonstration in protest against these 
Nazi outrages. A one-hour strike was carried out in all large private and public 
plants of Hannover on November 12th, and large meetings and public demonstrations 
were conducted. 


■JHKBi- 

The Berlin Senate decided to take measures to prevent any film produced by 
the Nazi movie-maker, Veit Harlan, from running in Berlin. The Senator for Culture 
stated that the feelings against Harlan shared by a wide section of the public 
ought to be respected. Moreover, it was to be feared that the showing of a Harlan 
film in Berlin would endanger public order and security. 


■SHS-K-& 
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A German author, Wolfgang Yfeyrauch, launched an appeal to German authors to 
deal in their writings with the fate of those persecuted by the Nazis and to giy^ 
practical help to the surviving Jews. He suggested that every author should, 
according to his means, support a Jewish orphan or a person living in a Jewish 
old people's home. In his appeal Yfeyrauch made the frank - and in Germany very 
rare - confession that with the exception of three (Luise Rinser, Alfred Andersch 
and Albrecht Goes) no German.author, himself included, bothered about the fate of 
the Jews in Germany under the Hitler regime. 

The anti-Semitic utterances on the floor of Parliament by the right-wing 
member, Dr. Richter, have aroused great indignation. The following resolution 
passed by the Socialist Students' Group in Berlin is noteworthy because of its 
practical suggestions: 

" .... Yfe are of the opinion that this monstrous tactlessness must be the 
last which it has been possible to utter in Germany against the Jewish people ... 

Yfe are firmly convinced that no people on earth has a greater claim upon reparations 
than the Jewish people and that moral reparations alone are by no means sufficient. 

"We suggest as a continuation of the appeal for 'Peace with Israel' an action 
of the German youth for 'reparations for Israel'. Yfe urge the German Federal 
Government to make an e a rly reply to the note of the Israel Government concerning 
reparations. Yfe urge the German industrialists to make serious proposals as to 
how the industry of Israel, vhich is now being built up under great difficulties, 
can be assisted. Yfe urge the political parties and the trade unions to support 
these demands of ours. Yfe urge the German youth - above all the academic youth - 
to declare their readiness to do a voluntary reconstruction service /Aufbaudienst/ 
in Israel. ..." 


U. Some C onclusions 

Writing this report, I am aware to what extent during the last year the 
situation in Germany has deteriorated, from a democratic point of view. It is> 
of course, not possible to track this down to one single reason. But the main 
cause is undoubtedly to be found in the general world situation: the fight against 
the menace from the East has induced the Yfestorn occupation powers, under the 
leadership of the United States, to seek the economic and military cooperation of 
Western Germany in the defense against this menace. This evoked, in the traditional 
circles of German militarism and nationalism (which, of course, are not confined 
to the soldiers but comprise all the supporters of militarism for economic or 
ideological reasons such as considerable sections of industrialists, university 
teachers and students, civil servants, members of the petty bourgeoisie, etc.) 
uhe feeling that "we are needed again," "they cannot do without us." Thus they 
feel they have considerable bargaining power and conceal their sympathies for the 
traditional political aspirations of the old nationalists and Nazis. This trend 
is aggravated in postwar Germany by the presence of large and often desperate 
crowds of refugees and expellees from the Eastern parts of Germany who in some 
Lender, such as Lower Saxony, Schleswig Holstein, Eastern Hessia, live in utter 
economic misery without hopes for the future. 



- 6 - 


There is a striking paradox in this development: although these old national¬ 
istic forces have been allowed to reassert themselves on account of their potential 
usefulness in the fight against Communism, there is strong evidence to show that 
the right-wing radical heirs to Nazism are highly susceptible to the propaganda 
from the East and are used by the Communists* 

The ’'bourgeois'' parties lack in strength and boldness, perhaps also in the 
determination to keep their ranks clear of persons with Nazi sympathies or with 
a bad Nazi record. And thus parties like the CDU and the FDP, in a number of 
instances, drew close to the very elements which on other occasions they most 
emphatically denounced* 

The most considerable numerical force in the defense of democracy in Germany 
are the trade unions, with a membership of nearly six millions. Their main concern 
during the past year was, of course, the fight to maintain the standard of living 
of the wage and salary earners, in view of the rising prices. At the same time 
they continued their struggle for the achievement of the right of "co-determination" 
in industry. They were very severely attacked because of this demand by the 
FDP Minister of Justice, Dr, Dehler, who called urade unionists people almost fit 
for the Jail and enemies of a constitutional democracy. The reaction of the trade 
union leadership to these attacks showed that they are not prepared at this moment 
to go all out to force the present government to resign or to change its personnel* 

Politically, the Social Democratic Party is the most homogeneous and the most 
determined enemy of a Nazi revival. Its continued successes over the last twelve 
months in all elections and by-elections justify their claim to be the next party 
in office. The desire to gather as many supporters as possible for the eventual 
bid for power has, however, led the party leadership to the rather dubious step 
of taking up certain contacts, non-committal so far, with the Soldiers' League 
and with former Hitler-Generals, which has caused confusion and discontent among 
the rank and file of the SDP. Moreover, the strong preoccupation of the party 
leadership with issues of foreign policy has, to a certain extent, diverted the 
attention of the public from the SDP's awareness of the dangers on the home front* 

The future of German democracy ’.Till not be decided in Germany alone. But 
as far as efforts on the part of Germans for the democratization of their country 
are concerned, their chances will depend upon the extent to which the trade unions, 
the Social Democrats and certain democratic Catholic elements will be able to 
assert themselves without making concessions to the enemies of democracy. 
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1. Signs of Nazi Spirit 

For the last year and a half tjie showing of films produced by Veit Harlan, 
the producer of the anti-Semitic Nazi film "Jew Suess," has been a constant 
cause of hot controversy and open clashes. After the Second World War Harlan 
produced first the film "Unsterbliche Geliebte" and then "Hanna Amon," doth 
are sentimental and culturally worthless filxis without any political tendency. 
Indignation that a nan with the record of Veit Harlan has been allowed to 
produce films today flared up frith even greater, violence after the showing 
of "Hanna Amon." This time the initiative in the demonstrations against 
Harlan tras taken mainly by university students, whereas before it had been 
chiefly in the hands of organised trade -unionists and socialists. Violent 
clashes vdth several injured persons and a number of arrests occurred in the 
university towns of Goettingen and Freiburg, where students protesting 
against the showing of Harlan films were attacked by anti-Semitic students 
and others. There wero the first occasions in post-war Germany on which 
anti -Semitic insults wore ut tered in p ublic. 


A specially shameful chapter in this story was the behavior of the police 
in Freiburg (Badonia) who were definitely host 11 , rude and aggressive against 
the demonstrating students, "Then the Federal minister of Interior, Dr, Lehr, 
was asked in Parliament by a Social Democratic deputy about his attitude to 
this behavior, he gave the evasive answer that the police were not under the 
control of the Federal government but under Laendcr governments. The Social 
Democrats then pointed out that their question did not affect matters of 
jurisdiction but- was intended to elicit a statement by the Minister on his 
attitude with regard to the support given by the police in Badonia to anti- 
Semitic students* This statement was not given by Dr. Lehr. 

A large number of university teachers and some government officials, 
clergymen, etc., expressed their sympathies with the students demonstrating 
against Veit Harlan and condemning the actions of the anti-Semites. 

Dr. Seebohm, the Federal Minister for Transport, a member of the Deutsche 
Partei (German Party), stated in a large moetlng that he bowed in reverence 
in frent of every symbol under which Germans lost their lives. This statement 
was interpreted by democrats as expressing Dr. baebohm’s reverence for the 
Swastika. Dr. Seebohm denied this, explaining he did not mean the Swastika 
but the colors of the flag of the old German monarchy which, by the vray, were 
taken over by the Third Reich. In view of Seebohm 1 s general attitude his 
opponents refused to accept this explanation. 
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A trial against Polish Jews took place in the last days of January in 
Lindau am Bodensee, a town near the Austrian frontier. The Jews were charged 
with having smuggled currency. Ten of them were sentenced to terms of imprison¬ 
ment of 10 months to two years and to penalties of six thousand to ten thousand 
Mark ($1,500 to $2,500). The trial was conducted in an atmosphere of great 
hostility and of anti-Semitic sentiments created by the local press and popu¬ 
lation. Four lawyers who were to act as counsel for the defence refused to 
continue their work on account of lack of objectivity on the part of the 
chairman of the Court, Dr. Uiesner, who conducted the trial in a most 
objectionable way. The Bavarian Minister of Justice refused to intervene. 

2. Forces Fighting Anti-Semitism 

"Brotherhood Week" was celebrated throughout T/estern Germany from March ?t. 
to 16th. Prominent personalities from all walks of life, including the 
President of the Republic Dr. Heuss, made statements in large meetings, in the 
press and over the radio professing the ideas of tolerance, humanity and 
brotherly love. The Society for Christian-Jewish Cooperation was the initiator 
and organizer of the "Brotherhood VJeek" (Tfoche der Bruderlichkeit), and the 
responsibility of the German people far the terrible fate of the Jews and their 
duty towards the Jews vrerc the main theme of most utterances. 

A Catholic weekly, "Michael," published a remarkable comment on "Brother¬ 
hood Week," from which I quote: 

We are let off too lightly in this 'Brotherhood Week', I feel. This 
should not be a week of Brotherhood but a week of reflection about the idea of 
Brotherhood. ... 

"There is too much lighthearted evasion of discussing the reasons why each 
of us and our people have such a special obligation to search our own hearts; 
what I mean is that the atrocities and mass murders of which we were guilty 
in the past are too rarely mentioned; too little is said about the indescribable 
wrongs inflicted by us upon those who today appeal to us. One does not want 
to speak about it, one does not want to hear about it in order not to tear 
open old wounds and also because one is afraid of disturbing all those who 
by now are feeling at ease in this society of ours ... without, however, 
having made the slightest contribution to right the wrongs of the past ... 

"There are a great number of books, reports, documents and poems which 
tell about the tortures in the camps and prisons of the bloodstained past; 
but hardly one of them has been written in the spirit of hatred and revenge. 

At the end of February the Executive.of the Social Democratic Party passed 
a resolution denouncing anti-Semitism. The resolution ends with the following 
words: 

"The Social Democratic Party urges all decent human beings to fight anti- 
Semitism in all its forms. Anti-Semitism and all persons tolerating it soil 
the honour and the name of Germany and of humanity." 
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A Social Democratic Burgomaster who had accepted an invitation to a 
reception in honour of the Nazi film producer Veit Harlan was expelled from 
the Social Democratic Party. 

■{KBHHr 

On February 20th the Federal Parliament passed a bill granting pensions 
in foreign currency to civil servants who, ov:ing to the loss of their positions 
for political and racial reasons, emigrated under the Nazi regime and are 
still living abroad. Dr. nrndt, a Social Democratic Deputy, made an 
impressive speech on that occasion appealing to t'no emigres to return to 
Germany, promising them a hearty vrelcomo on the part of the Social Democrats 
and expressing his grave concern about developments in Germany which might 
justify the foeling that the emigres would not feel really at home here. 

Dr. Arndt challenged the Minister of Interior, Dr. Lehr, on several issues. 

Dr. Lehr is today a member of tho Christian Democratic Union; ho was, before 
1933, a member of the Gorman National Party (Doutschnationale Partei) which 
in the 1920s did not tolerate members of Jewish descent - one of its prominent 
members, Anna von Gierke, hod to leave the ranks of that party in tho early 
1920s because her mother was Jewish* Recently Dr, Lehr accepted the presidency 
of a society founded in honour of the author Yfilhelm Schafer, a prominent 
Nazi writer. 

Dr. Lehr did not deal convincingly with the various charges levelled 
against him by Dr. Arndt, but he supported Arndt's appeal to the emigres to 
return to Germany, 

3, Problems of German Democracy 

The recent elections to the Diet of the SUdwest-Staat (South-West State, 
a nevrly formed "Land," of the Federal Republic, created through the fusion 
of the three Laender, PIhw. teraberg-Hohe nz o11ern, Sid- VUrttemberg and Baden) 
once again proved the fact that in Southern and t/estern Germany the influence 
of the neo-fascists is weak. They got there only about 3 per cent of the 
vote. This part of Germany has a relatively strong democratic tradition, 
it is predominantly Catholic, and has a relatively low percentage of refugees 
from the East and very little unemployment. 


The cose of Dr. Richter-RBsler was a nasty blow to the prestige of the 
young German democracy. Dr. Richter figured as an expellee from the 
Sudetenland and was employed after the war as an elementary school teacher 
in Lower-Saxony. One day it was found that he had given his pupils the task 
of writing an essay on the subject of T7orld Far II, whereupon each one of the 
children wrote in the vein that Germany had nearly won the war when German 
traitors gave away al1 the strategis secrets to the enemy who then was in a 
position to defeat her. Had it not been for this treason, these essays 
claimed, Germany could have lasted out a few more weeks and would have won 
the war on the strength of her new weapons. An investigation was made into 
Richter's teaching, which led to his dismissal. That was in 19U9. Shortly 
afterwards the elections to the first German Federal Parliament took place 
and Richter stood os a right-wing Candidate and was elected. Later he became 
one of the most prominent speakers of the SRP, representing all the worst 
features of that neo-Nazi party, including anti-Semitism. A few weeks ago 
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Dr. Richter was arrested under suspicion of forgery and ho immediately made 
a full confession: his name was not Dr. Richter but Mr, RBsler, he was not 
a Sudoten-German expellee but a former high-ranking Nazi official from Saxony, 
he was not a teacher by profession but a tradesman, etc. 

The fact that RBsler was able to deceive all the authorities for such a 
long time becomes all the more astonishing and disquieting if one considers 
his very intense and highly provocative activities. He vras one of the most 
talked-about ripht-v.-ing radicals and had played a prominent part in the election 
campaign to the Diet in Lover-Saxony in May, 1951* Everybody considers it a 
sad reflection on the efficiency of German democracy that it took nearly seven 
years to unmask one of its vilest enemies. 

Otto-Ernst Remer, a former Major-General under Hitler^ who still brags 
that he is the man who quelled the revolt against Hitler on July 20th, 19hii, 
has recently been sentenced to three months 1 imprisonment for having slandered 
the memory of tLe members of the resistance movement against Hitler. This 
trial was one of uhe uosb interesting political trials in German post-war 
history, as it centered round the question of the moral justification of the 
revolt against Hitler. Remer had accused the men and women of this revolt of 
being guilty of troason (Landesverrat) and collaboration with the enemy. The 
attorney-general (Generalstcatsanwalt), Dr. Fritz Bauer made a brilliant and 
convincing speech which culminated in the statement that Hitler’s State was a 
State of injustice and therefore its laws were not mcrally binding. To this 
the counsel for the def.nse of Remer made an objection which throws light upon 
certain difficulties of democracy in Germany. Ho denied the validity of the 
statement tnat the laws of Hitler's State were morally not binding by pointing 
to the fact that the Vatican made a treaty with liitler (Concordat) in 1933 
which the Vatican considers still valid toaay; furthermore. Hitler received 
his extra-constitutional powers from the German Parliament through the 
so-called "ErmUchtigungsgesetz" ("Authorization Act"), which was voted for 
by such distinguished politicians as the present President of the Federal 
Republic, Dr. Heuss. 

The fact that the trial ended with a sentence against Remer will be an 
important precedent, for, unfortunately, the members of the resistance 
movement against Hitler are subjected to many attacks, especially where their 
cooperation with military enemies of Germany is concerned. 

•SKBttl-H- 

Govemment policy in selecting the personnel for the Foreign Office of 
the Federal Republic is a sore spot from a democratic point of view. The 
most concentrated attack upon this policy was launched by a very courageous 
daily paper, the "Frankfurter Rundschau" which not long ago published a series 
of articles exposing the record of a number of high officials of the Foreign 
Office. Following these newspaper articles Dr. ..danauer, who is both Federal 
Chancellor and Foreign Minister, appointed a retired judge to conduct an 
investigation into these charges. It was carried out in a rather slack manner 
without any publicity. 
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On March 17th the Bavarian Radio levelled extremely grave charges against 
many of the Foreign Office's prominent officials. It stated that about 
85 per cent of the high officials in the Foreign Office are former ^azis, 
which is a higher percentage than that of the Nazi members in tile foreign 
Office during the Nazi period. This broadcast dealt in great detail with the 
responsibility of Hitler's Foreign Office personnel for the assassination of 
European Jewry and specified the activities of tv/o important members of the 
Staff of the present Foreign Office: Werner von Grundherr and Herr von Bargen. 
Grundherr, as assistant to Werner Best, the Nazi Governor of Denmark, dealt 
with all correspondence concerning internment and concentration camps and 
the shooting of hostages, bhen Sweden offered to.take over Jewish children 
from Denmark, the German Foreign Office refused to consent; the letter of 
refusal was signed by Grundherr. When Best told Grundherr of his plan to 
deport six thousand Jews, Grundherr 1 s only reaction wras to ask Best how many 
SS-men would be needed for the Job. Grundherr is today German Ambassador to 
Greece. 

Von Bargen was Ambassador in Brussels during the Hitler period. A 
document reporting on the deportation of 15,000 Jews bears von Bargen's 
signature. Von Bargen is today jimbassador for special missions in the legal 
department of the Foreign Office. 

The above-mentioned broadcast ends with the bitter statement that 
messenger boys and tramway conductors who were members of the Nazi party lost 
their Jobs in the process of denazification, whereas people like those of the 
old Foreign Office are allowed to play a decisive part in current German 
foreign policy. 

All the charges levelled against the Foreign Office are now being examined 
by a parliamentary commission. The,head of the personnel department of the 
Foreign Office took leave a few days ago and is unlikely to return to his 
post. 


The Federal Chancellor refused to make a statement on the matter before 
the investigations are finished. But there can be no doubt that he must have 
known the record of at least some of the well-known Nazi officials. 


